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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Mr. F. G. Tempcer has been appointed Judge of the 
County Courts of Yorkshire and Durham (Circuit No. 15) in 
the place of Judge Tunwer, resigned. Mr. Txmpizr has, we 
believe, been Queen’s Advocate in the Island of Cyprus. 





WE print elsewhere an order for the transfer of 50 actions 
from Mr. Justice Norru, 35 actions from Mr. Justice Srratina, 
and 25 actions from Mr. Justice Romer to Mr. Justive Braye, 


for the purpose only of hearing or of trial. 





THERE Is a wides impression among London solicitors 
that the date (1st September next) selected for the coming into 
operation of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, is about the most in- 
convenient which could be * Counsel and most of the 
heads of solicitors’ offices will be out of town on their holidays, 
and a new and complicated system of land transfer will come 
into operation with every chance of misapprehension and diffi- 
culty. It is greatly to be hoped that the date may be further 
postponed to the 1st of November next. 





Tue Hovss of Lords have given in the “Solio” trade-mark 
case (Kastman Photographic Materials Co. v. Comptroller-General 
of Patents, &c.) an exceedingly important decision on the effect 
of section 64 of the Patents, Designs, and Trade-marks Act, 
1883, as amended by section 10 of the Act of 1888. The section, 
as it originally stood, prescribed as one of the forms which a 
trade-mark might take: “(c) a distinctive device, mark, brand, 
heading, label, ticket, or fancy word or words not in common 
use.” The expression ‘‘fancy word or words” caused, as is 
well-known, extreme difficulty, and the Court of Appeal 
sought to interpret them by the test that the word allaged 
to be a fancy word must be obviously meaningless as 
applied to the goods in question (see the ‘“ Melrose” 
and “Electric” cases.(35 W. R. 294, 34 Ch. D. 623), 
To remove this source of litigation the Legislature, by the Act 
of 1888, struck out of clause (c) “fancy word or words 
not in common use,” and added two new clauses, A trade-mark 
might, under the altered section, be (d) “an invented word or 





Williams, William, Esq. 





flow, The Right Hon. Lord. 
Masterman, Chauncy, Esq. 


words; or (¢) a word or words having no reference to the 
character or quality of the goods, and not being a geographical 
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name.” It is doubtiess easier to say whether a word is invented 
than whether it is a fancy word, and hence a great part of the 
difficulty which arose on the earlier enactment disappeared, but 
the practical advantage of the change was very largely dis- 
counted by the rule laid down by the Court of Appeal 
in Re Farbenfabriken (42 W. R. 488; 1894, 1 Oh. 645), that 
clauses (d) and (¢) are to be read together, and that an invented 
word is inadmissible if it has reference to the character or 
quality of the goods. Upon this ground the word “somatose ” 
was rejected in that case, although it was allowed to be an 
invented word. But the House of Lords have now beld that this 
construction, for which there seems to have been no justification, 
was wrong, and that a word, provided it is invented, is a good 
trade-mark notwithstanding that the inventor has been skilful 
enough to introduce into it an allusion to the character or 
quality of the goods. Hence the word “solio,” as applied to 
photographic paper, was allowed to be good, though the Court 
of Appeal had seen it in a reference to the sun, and had on that 
ground rejected it. The decision will completely revolutionize 
the practice at the Patent Office, where it seems the applications 
for the registration of new trade-marks have recently fallen off 
ia consequence of the stringency of the official requirements. 





legal education, and possibly the present conclusions will 
have to be modified. 





WE must refer “‘ A Banker’s Solicitor ’’—whose letter, i 
to mortgages of registered Jand by deposit of the certificate, we 
print elseewhere—to our article on this subject, at pp. 361, 362, 
ante. We will, however, state shortly here the views which we 
entertain on the points raised. It is not so much section 49 of 
the Act of 1875 as the last paragraph of section 8 of the Act of 
1897 which we must look to in order to determine the effect of 
depositing the certificate. Now, under that paragraph, the 
deposit of the certificate, and, in the case of a possessory title, 
the deeds relating to the title of the first registered proprietor, 
is to create a lien. Further, this lien may be protected by noticg 
on the register that the certificate has been deposited (rule 190), 
and the notice will also operate as the lodgment of a caution 
| (ib.). The lien is to be subject to “ registered estates, charges, 

or rights”; hence the mortgagee must satisfy himself as to 
these registered rights. The certificate, if noted up to date, will 
clearly shew what registered estates and charges there are, since it 
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how far it can be made available for the purposes of professional © 
then — 
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In future the only point to be considered will be whether the | must be produced before they are registered (Act of 1897, s. 8(1); (1 
proposed word is an invented word or not, and the British but we do not think that the words “ On every entry in the Ct 
trader and his literary advisers will be at liberty to enrich the | Tegister of a disposition by the registered proprietor of the land E 
language at their pleasure. or charge to which it relates, and on every registered transmission h 
or rectification of the register ” (see section 8 (1) ) cover the case al 
— of the lodgment of a caution (see Act of 1875, - 53-6, 64), nor a 

ld t i bh t tion i 
Tue REPorT of the Examination Committee of the Council of oe pr Fe age ng eke tla “We eam ~ 
the Incorporated Law Society on the London University Com- hend, however, that cautions lodged when the certificare is le 
mission Bill, which has just been adopted by the Council, | issued or noted up will appear on the certificate (see First ti 
insists upon two points. The committee object to any com-| Schedule to rules, Form 56); but before the original advance pe 
pulsory inclusion of the Incorporated Law Society in the pro- | j, made the mortgagee should require an official search to be . 


posed teaching university, and they do not see how an articled 
clerk in London can reconcile attendance at such a university 
with the requirements of his ordinary office work. The com- 
pulsory inclusion of the society as a constituent of the new 
university would apparently interfere with the conduct by the 
society of its own examinations, and might lead to its being 
compelled to accept the examination tests of the new university 
to the exclusion of the tests of the older universities. It is 
not clear that this will necessarily be the result of the passing of 
the Bill, but if there is any doubt the committee are quite right 
in advising that such a contingency should be prevented. The 
society, it is pointed out, represents country solicitors as 
much as town solicitors, and acts in close association with 
the country law societies, sixty-seven in number. It assists, 
by money grants, law schools and lectures in the provinces 
more or less of a university type. Its charters and Acts of 
Parliament give equal privileges to the Universities of Oxford 
»nd Cambridge, London, Victoria, Dublin, and Durham, and 
the degrees of any of these universities reduce the term of 
service under articles from five to three years. At the present 
time, it seems, more than 90 per cept. of articled clerks who are 
graduates come from Oxford and Cambridge. Whatever use 
may be made of the new London University this equality of 
treatment as between the different universities must be pre- 
served. The committee report, consequently, that upon the 
question of compulsory inclusion the Incorporated Law Society 
ought to follow the example of the Inns of Court and to secure 
an amendment under which the association of the society with 
the future university will remain a subject for mutual discussion 
and voluntary arrangement. Upon the question of the use of a 
university to articled clerks in London the committee perhaps 
take an unduly pessimistic view. So far as possible tne 
examinations of the university may reasonably be made 
available for admission on the roll, and it is not improbable 


made, and this can be done by telegraph (rule 215). Suppose 
that the mortgagee has made the search, found nothing, taken 
a deposit of the certificate, made the original loan, lodged the 
prescribed notice, and desires to make a further advance, will 
he or will he not be bound to make a further search for 
cautions? We submit that, so long as he has not received 
be notice which, under the general law, would prevent him 
at his peril from making the further advance, he is not 
| bound to make the search. This, however depends in 
the main on the meaning of the words “registered rights” 
in the last paragraph of section 8. If those words in- 
clude the rights proteéted by a caution lodged subsequently 
to the deposit of the certificate, then our contention is wrong 
unless the lodgment of notice of the deposit has the effect of 
postponing the rights of the cautioner, on the ground that he 
ought to have searched-for such a notice and given an express 
notice of his rights to the mortgagee. We submit, however, 
that the term ‘registered rights ” does not include rights pro- 
tected by a caution, for a caution is lodged for the purpose of 
obtaining notice of registered dealings, and a mortgage by 
deposit can hardly be said to be a registered dealing. There is 
nothing in the Acts to say that a caution when discovered on 
search is to operate as notice of the right protected, thougha 
mortgagee by deposit would be well advised not to make an 
advance if he discovered one, until he satisfies himself as 
to the right protected. The result, we submit, is that a 
mortgagee by deposit will be safe in making further advances 
without a search so long as he has lodged notice of the deposit, 
but if that notice is not lodged, query whether he would not, ia 
favour of a cautioner, be postponed as regards further advances 
made subsequently to the lodgment of the caution, as well as 
losing his right to indemnity. 








Tux case of Hannaford v. Syms was decided by Cuanneztt, J, 





tha: a student who has to combine practical work with 
toevretical reading would carry on the latter pursuit: more | 
effectively as a member of the university. The conclusion to | 
which the committee come is that no degree conferred by a 


in favour uf the defendant on the ground that there was nu 
privity of contract between the parties to the action. The 
circumstances were somewhat peculiar. The plaintiff, aa 


uaiversity should exempt any student from service under articles, | auctioneer, was employed. by the country solicitors of a mort- 
or from the necessity of passing the final examination of the | gagee to conduct the sale of the mortgaged property under an 
society. The latter pointis in accordaace with the opposition of | order of the court. The purchase-money was paid into court, 
the suciety to Mr. Wann's Bill. It may be observed that when and the defendant, the London agent of the country firm, 
tue new university assumes actual form it will be easier to say Carried in the bill of costs for taxation; it included a sum of 
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£55 for the plaintiff's fee. as auctioneer. The defendant 
accordingly asked the country firm for the plaintiff's receipt for 
this sum, and the plaintiff signed the receipt without having 
received the money. ‘Two sums, amounting together to about 
£140, were paid out for costs to the defendant, and these sums 
he retained in his hands to satisfy costs due to him from the 
country firm, with knowledge that the plaintiff's fee had not 
been paid. The plaintiff then brought this action to recover the 
amount of his fee as money received by the defendant on the 
plaintiff's behalf. The contention on his part was that the 
circumstances were sufficient to establish an employment of the 
defendant by the plaintiff to receive the fee and hand it over 
to the plaintiff. That ivity of contract can be created 
between principal and sub-agent is clear upon the authorities, 
of which the well-known case of — v. Alt (8 Ob. D. 
oF ich ‘tho wall as an example. “But in the present care 
there was no necessity for implying a contract between the 

laintiff and the defendant, and the court refused to make the 
implication. Assuming the absence of any privity of contract 
between the parties to the action, the defendant was doing no 
more than asserting the ordinary lien of a London agent against 
the country solicitor, which was supported in Lawrence v. Fletcher 
(12 Ch. D. 858), Robbins v. Fennell (11 Q. B. 248), and other 
cases. The cases—such as Robbins v. Heath (11 Q. B. 257) and 
Ex parte Edwards (7 Q. B. D. 155)—in which a London agent 
has been ordered to pay over to the lay client sums recovered in 
an action and claimed to be retained to satisfy a debt from the 
country solicitor, are distinguishable ; the claim in Hannaford v. 
Syms was founded upon an alleged privity of contract which 
was not established to the satisfaction of the court: the cases 
last referred to were instances in which the summary jurisdic- 
tion of the court over its own officers was exercised under special 
circumstances, in which privity of contract was not a material 
consideration. 





Stvce tHE Local Government Act, 1888, became law, the 
licensing of theatres has been transferred from justices to the 
county councils. It is quite clear, however, that in exercising 
this power, the council (or the committee or district council to 
which this power may be delegated) must use the same judicial 
discretion that the law requires from licensing justices. With 
regard to the sale of intoxicating liquors, the proprietors of 
theatres are not under the Licensing Act, 1872, and they may 
obtain an excise lic to sell liquor without producing a licence 
from justices. It is, therefore, plainly within the intention of 
the Legislature that such proprietors should sell liquor as a 
matter of course. The High Court has, however, held in Reg. 
v. County Council of the West Riding (44 W. R. 650; 1896, 2 


Q. B. 386) that a county council_may, in the exercise-of their 
— 7 attach to the grant of a theatre licence a condition that 
8 2 Be ro 







§ revenue authorities for a 

n his theatre. Is it, then, intra vires for a 
authority to adopt a standing resolution not to grant 
any theatre licences except with such a condition attached? An 
attempt was made a few days ago to induce the Court of Appeal 
to answer this question in the case of Dorling v. The Sheerness 
Urban District Council, The attempt, however, was not success- 
ful, as the court came to the conclusion that the local authority 
had exercised their discretion properly upon the merits of the 
case and upon a full consideration of the facts, and that it was 
not necessary to consider whether the resolution was ultra vires. 
There can be little doubt that if it had been necessary to con- 
sider the question the court would not have approved of the 
resolution. In Reg. v. Sylvester (26 J. P. 151) it appeared that 
the licensing justices of the borough of Abingdon had adopted 
a resolution not to renew the licences of those publicans who 
refused to take out excise spirit licences. On appeal, the High 
Court held that the justices were not bound to refuse a licence 
because of this resolution, and clearly intimated that it is im- 
proper for justices to make resolutions which tend to fetter the 
discretion with which each particular case should be treated. 
The Excise Act, 1835, gave to the proprietors of theatres and 
other places of public entertainment the privilege of selling 
liquor without any further authority than an excise licence. 
This privilege is expressly preserved to theatres only, and not 
to any other places of entertainment, by the Licensing Act, 1872.’ 





















The Legislature, therefore, clearly contemplates that liquor 
should be sold ia theatres as a general rule. If there is in an 

particular case good reason why liquor should not be so A 
then the local authority has power to attach to the t of a 






theatre licence a condition that liquor shall not be . Batit 
authority to adopt a resolu- 





is, we submit, —— for a 
tion pledging themselves in a// cases to take a course different 
from that approved of by Perliament ; and if a local authority 
acts merely on such a resolution, and not upon a Proper con- 
sideration of the facts in each case, the court will, we have 
lit'le doubt, hold that the discretion entrusted to such authority 
has not been properly exercised. 


In THE case of Reg. v. The Judge of the Northallerton County 
Court an important question was raised—namely, whether a 
certiorari will lie to quash an order of a county court sitting in 
bankruptcy where such court acts without jurisdiction. It, 
however, e unnecessary to decide this question, as the 
court (Waicut and Daruine, JJ.) were of opinion, having 
regard to all the facts of the case, that there was jurisdiction to 
make the order complained of, and that therefore it would be 
useless to issue a certwrari, assuming such a remedy to be 
available, as to which no opinion was expressed. It is, how- 
ever, submitted that asa certiorari can only be directed to an 
inferior court, it cannot, under any circumstances, go to a county 
court sitting in bankruptcy, such a court being placed on the 
same level as the High Court by the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
which provides that a county court shall, for the purposes of its 
bankruptcy jurisdiction, in addition to the ordinary powers of a 
county court, have all the powers and jurisdiction of the High 
Court (section 100), and shall not be subject to be restrained in 
the execution of its powers under the Act by the order of any 
other court, nor shall any appeal lie from its decisions, ex 
in manner directed by the Act itself (section 102 (2))- This 
view derives strong support from the very recent case of Re The 
New Par Consols ( mie) No. 2) (46 W. R. 369; 1898, 1 Q. B. 
669), where it was held by the Court of A that, as a 
county court judge is, under the Oumpanies Winding-up Act, 
1890, s. 1, sub-section 6, invested for the purposes of the wind- 
ing-up jurisdiction with the powers of the High Court, a 
prohibition to him will not be granted. 
























































A RECENT correspondent, “ Solicitor (S. B.), “ in his letter (an/e, 
. 682) takes exception to the decision of the Divisional Court 
in Bailey v. Watson (ands, P. 572) with regard to the costs of an 
action of contract remitted from the High Court to the county 
court, under section 65 of the County Courts Act, 1888 (51 & 52 
Vict. o. 43). There, the claim — for £44, and judgment 
under order 14 having been obtained in the High Oourt for 
£27 18s. 11d. and in the county court for £2 0s. 6d. (the balance 
of the claim 2 been abandoned prior to the remitti 
order), costs were allowed in the county court on the £5 scale 
only, because, though the sum —— in the action exceeded 
£20, yet never more than £2 0s, 6d. was in dispute in the 
county court. It is submitted that this decision cannot be 
reconciled with the previous case of Keeble v. Bennett (42 W. R. 
539; 1894, 2 Q. B. 329) where it was held that, in order to 
determine the scale of costs applicable in the county court to a 
remitted action, the amount recovered in the High Court must 
be added to that recovered in the county court. Moreover, it 
ignores the fact that now only the whole action can be remitted 
by the High Court to the county court (Yearly County Court 
Practice, 1898, p. 45; County Courts Act, 1888, ss. ne Mr” as 
distinguished from a mere issue (other than one in ~—— er), 
and that the remitting order operates to remit the whole action 
whether at the time it is made the whole or a portion only of 
the claim be in dispute (see Keeble v. Bennett, supra). It would 
appear, therefore, in such a case as that under considera- 
tion the costs should have been taxed on the B. scale (above 
£20 and under £50) and not on the scale applicable where only 
£2, and less than £5, has been recovered. 
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Act (1867) Amendment (No. 2) Bill was down fot 
in the House of Lords on Friday. 
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SECTION 25 OF THE COMPANIES ACT, 1867. 


WE called attention some months ago (ante, p. 376) to the Bi 
promoted by the Incorporated Law Society for amending tha 
unhappy piece of legislation known as section 25 of the Com- 
panies Act, 1867, It may be surmised that in its original form 
the Bill was not acceptable to certain authorities, and in its 
passage through the House of Commons it has been completely 
red = ey but the principle of the Bill—the possibility of 
obtaining relief against the consequences of failure to file a 
sufficient contract—has been preserved, and the Bill has now 
been sent to the House of Lords. 

It is needless to do more than refer very shortly to the incon- 
venience and injustice to which section 25 has given rise. The 
section provides that ‘every share in any company shall be 
deemed and taken to have been issued and to be held subject to 
the payment of the whole amount thereof in cash, unless the 
same shall have been otherwise determined by a contract duly 
made in writing, and filed with the Registrar of Joint-Stock 
Companies at or before the issue of such shares.” Notwith- 
standing the grammatical ineptitude of this provision, its 
meaning is sufficiently plain, and, whatever good faith there 
may have been in the issue of shares for a consideration other 
than cash, it renders the shareholder liable to pay in cash the 
full nominal value unless he has complied strictly with its 
requirements. The result would have been less serious had it 
been se always to file the actual contract under which 
the shares were issued, but commonly this has been found 
inconvenient, and the practice has grown up of filing subsidiary 
contracts, although to the sufficiency of these there were 
serious technical objections. The risk which is thus run has 
been brought into prominence by the recent decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Re Kharaskhoma Exploring Syndicate (46 
W. R. 37; 1897, 2 Ch. 451), followed by the decision of 
Kexewicnu, J., in Re Maynard's (Limited) (ante, p. 308), and the 
result has been to throw grave doubt upon the validity of many 
of the issues of paid-up shares which have taken place of recent 
years. 

It is clear enough that section 25 proceeded upon an entirely 
wrong principle. The object is to give persons interested in 
a company, whether as intending creditors or otherwise, an 
opportunity of knowing whether the subscribed capital has 
found its way into the coffers of the company in cash, or 
whether it is wholly or partly represented by property which 
the company has taken over. For this purpose, however, what 
is really required is not the contract under which shares have 
been issued, but a plain statement from the officials of the 
company as to the terms of issue. 
Board of Trade, and in the Companies Bill which has been for 
the last few years before the House of Lords it is proposed to 
repeal section 25 altogether, and to enact instead that, withia 
seven days after any allotment of shares, the company shall 
send to the registrar a return of the allotments, stating, inter alia, 
‘the number and amount of shares allotted as fully or partly 

paid up otherwise than in cash, and im the latter case the extent 
to which they are so paid up, and in either case the considera- 
tion for which such shares have been allotted.” But although 
the enactment of this clause would put the matter on a proper 
basis with respect to the future allotment of shares, no provision 
is made by the Bill for granting relief against past failures to 
comply with section 25. 

The Bill of the Incorporated Law Society, as originally intro- 
duced, proposed to effect the same change on this point as the 
Government Bill, and at the same time to supply its deficiencies. 
By clause 1, section 25 of the Act of 1867 was to be repealed. 
Clause 2, to state it shortly, provided, as to past transactions, 
that when a contract had been filed with the registrar with a 
view to complying with section 25, it should be no objection that 
it did not sufficiently disclose the consideration for the issue of 
the shares, or that it only contained a part of the contract 
relating to the issue of the shares, or that it did not in law 
constitute such a contract as the section required. It was thus 
intended to meet the objections to which the subsidiary contracts 
which have frequently been filed are liable. The consideration 
is not fully disclosed in the filed document itself, but is 






















































j] , contract at all. The validity of 
¢ secured, the Bill went on to provide, in clause 3, for a return to 


This is recognized by the | P 


‘homa Syndicate; Re Maynard's (Limited)), and it is doubtful, 


moreover, whether the ordinary subsidiary agreement is à 
t transactions being thus 


the registrar, upon all future issues of shares, of the shares 
which were issued ‘‘ on the footing that they were to be credited ag 
paid up, or partly paid up, for some consideration other than cash.” 
| Apparently the authorities wish to retain for themselves the 
| credit of doing away with the obnoxious section 25, and it is to 
be kept alive until the House of Lords permit progress to be 
made with the Government Bill. Accordingly the first and 
third clauses of the Bill of the Incorporated Law Society have 
disappeared, and the second clause, as remodelled, deals only 
with the question of granting relief against past and futura 
failures to comply with the section. It has no longer ths 
automatic operation of the clause as origivally proposed, but 
makes an application to the court necessary in each case. The 
first sub-section of the clause provides, in substance, that when- 
ever, before or after the commencement of the Act, shares have 
been issued for a consideration other than cash, and no sufficient 
contract is filed under section 25, the company or any person 
interested may apply to the court for relief, and the court, ‘if 
satisfied that the omission to file a contract was accidental or 
due to inadvertence, or that for any other reason it is just and 
equitable to grant relief,” may make an order for the filing of a 
sufficient contract in writing, and directing that on such con- 
tract being filed within a specified period it shall, in relation 
to such shares, operate as if it had been duly filed before the 
issue. The subsequent parts of the clause provide that the 
application to the court may be made either before or afters 
winding-up order or resolution, that it may be made upon such 

terms as the court shall think fit, and that, where the filing of 

the requisite contract would cause delay or inconvenience, or is 

impracticable, a memorandum, in a form approved by the court, 

may be filed instead. 

The effect of the Bill, if passed in its present form, will be to 
confer upon the court in express terms a power similar to that 
which has been on various occasions exercised for the purpose 
of granting relief against omissions to comply with section 25, 
Where a shareholder who has agreed to take fully-paid shares 
finds himself, through the company’s neglect to file a sufficient 
contract, placed on the register with a liability to pay for the 
shares in cash, the court has rectified the register by striking 
off his name (see Qe Preservation Syndicate, 1895, 2 Oh. 768), 
though in Re Maynard's (Limited) Kexewicn, J., declined to go 
further and to order that after a sufficient agreement had been 
filed new shares should be issued to the applicant. The 
resent clause will avoid the necessity of rectification and the 
issue of new shares, and will enable the court to put the share- 
holders in the same position as if a sufficient contract had been 
originally filed. Moreover, as the grounds on which the court 
may grant relief are not specified, and as it may be supposed that 
there will be a disposition to apply the clause liberally, it will 
apparently enable relief to be given in cases which would not 











July 23, 1898. | 











have been touched by the clause as originally introduced. 
There appears to be no reason why the Bill should not become 
law forthwith, and it may be hoped that an end will thereby 
be put to the injustice which is possible under section 25. 








The treasurer and benchers of the Middle Temple gave an ‘‘ At Home” 
and garden-party on Wednesday afternoon. Tie band of the Coldstream 
Guards was in attendance and played a selection of music, while the 
members of the Inns of Court Orchestral Society, under the direction of 
Mr. Arthur Payne, gave an excellent concert in the hall. 


On the 15th inst. a ball was given by the Treasurer (Master Lewis Coward) 
and the Benchers of Gray’s-inn in their Dining Hall. Amongst those 
who were invited were: The Lord Chancellor, the Countess of Halsbury, 
Viscount Tiverton, Lady Constance Giffard, the Earl and Countess 
of Jersey, the Earl of Yarborough, Lord and Lady Robert Cecil, Lord and 
Lady Carew, Lord and Lady Wallscourt, Lord and Lady Coleridge, Lord 
and Lady Macnaghten, the Lord Chief Justice and Lady Russell of 
Killowen, Lord Ludlow and Miss Bertha Lopes, Lord and Lady Davey, 
the Duke de Stackpoole, the Hon. Arthur and Mrs. Russell, 

Speaker and Mrs. and Miss Gully, Sir Francis and Lady Jeune, Lord 
Justice and Lady Collins, Mr. Justice and Lady Lawrance, Mr. Justix 
and Lady Wright, Mr. Justice and Lady Kennedy, Mr. Justice and Lady 
Bigham, Mr. Justice and Lady Byrne, Mr. Justice and Lady 2* 
Mr. Justice and Lady Channell, Mr. Justice and Lady Remer, 





onl 
identified by reference to the principal contract (Re Kharask- 





Attorney-General and Miss Webster, and Sir Robert and Lady Finlay, 
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THE LAND TRANSFER RULES. 
XI. 


Part IV.—Minor entries in the register.—Notices of leases 
(continued).—Though under sections 50 and 51 of the Act of 
1875 and rules 157 to 160 notices of certain leases may be 
entered as incumbrances on the register, yet it should be 
observed that where the term is derived immediately out of the 
registered freehold reversion and the registered proprietor of 
the freehold does not concur in the application to enter notice 
of the lease, it will be necessary for the lessee to apply for an 
order of the court. 

Now, in many cases this will cause unnecessary expense and 
delay. Thus, — a registered chargee goes into possession 
(see the Act of 1875, s, 25) and grants a building lease under 
section 18 of the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881; 
why should the lessee have to obtain the consent of the 
registered proprietor of the land, who probably cannot be found, 
or in default an order of court, before he can lodge notice of 
his lease? Again, suppose that the registered proprietor of 
the freehold is a trustee and that the power to lease is vested 
in a beneficiary, why should the lessee of that > sap ng a 
concerned with obtaining an acknowledgment of his title from 
the trustee? 

The above remarks apply mutatis mutandis where the term is 
carved out of a registered leasehold reversion (see rule 157). 

Where, however, the lease itself is to be registered under 
section 11 of the Act of 1875, then it seems that the consent of 
the registered proprietor of the reversion is not necessary before 
registration of notice against his title (see rule 53). 

The effect of registering the notice is (see section 50 of the 
Act of 1875) that : 


Every registered proprietor of the land, and every person ae 
title through him, excepting proprietors of incumbrances registere 
prior to the registration of such notice, shall be deemed to be affected 
with notice of such lease or ment as being an incumbrance on 
the land in respect of which the notice is entered. 

Now, what we object to here is that a registered chargee or 
incumbrancer should not be bound by the notice of the lease, if 
the lease was made by the mortgagor when in possession in 
such a manner as that under the general law the incumbrancer 
and any purchaser from him taking title under the power of 
sale would be bound. For instance, A. is the registered pro- 
prietor of freehold land held for his own benefit subject toa 
registered charge in favour of B. Then A., being in ion, 
grants a lease to O. by virtue of section 18 of the Conveyancing 
and Law of Property Act, 1881, in respect of which C. registers 
a notice. Notwithstanding this notice, B.'s title is paramount 
to C.’s lease, and a purchaser from B. would be able to oust C. 
775 this, C., in addition to registering notice of the lease, 

ill be bound to lodge a caution (notwithstanding section 53 
of the Act of 1875) against B., unless B.’s charge contains a 
stipulation to the effect that : 

This charge shall be subject to all such leases of the land notice 
whereof is registered pursuant to sections 50 and 51 of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875 (whether made by the registered proprietor of the 
land or other person entitled to grant the same), as would have been 
binding on the creditor if the land were unregistered and this charge 
had been effected by a mortgage; and in like manner as if notice of 
such leases had been — — before the registration of this charge. 


Inasmuch as the rules are, we understand, still under con- 
sideration, we submit that a new rule under which such a 
stipulation might be implied in respect of every registered 
incumbrance or charge, unless there is an entry to the contrary, 
could be most usefully added. The entry to the contrary 
would be equivalent to an agreement pursuant to section 18 
2 of the Act of 1881, restricting the mortgagor's power to 


In practice it will be highly inconvenient to have to obtain 
the consent of registered ees to the grant of such leases, 
and where the lessee intends to expend money on the land he 
will hardly be satisfied with the protection afforded by a caution, 
but will require an entry to be made in the Charges Register and 
on the charge certificate. 
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for notices to protec ta right to dower or an estate by the cur- 
tesy is to be made in Form 44. ogee cape By Sy 


Charges Register (rule 161), will operate as the registration of an 
incumbrance 


As we have alread i out (ante p. 446) section 52 of 
the Act of 1875, which, provides for the registration of an 
estate by the curtesy as an incumbrance is now, as regards an 
estate by the curtesy, superseded by the Act of 1897, s. 6 (1) 
(10), under which a person having the powers of a tenant for 
life (see Form 15 e¢ seg., in First Schedule to rules) may epply for 
registration in his own name. A tenant by the curtesy who is 
in possession or is in receipt of the rents and profits is a 
who has those powers: Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 58 (viii.) ; 
Bates v. Kesterton (1896, 1 Oh, 159, 164). Now, section 6 of the 
Act of 1897 gives an option to a tenant by the curtesy either to 
have himeelf, or trustees with a power of sale, or persons 
having an overriding power of appointment, registered as 
ay sag or proprietors of the land. Now, there cannot well 
any trustees with a power of sale (Settled Land Act trustees 
are not such trustees except during a minority) or any persons 
having an overriding wer of appointment where a 
husband succeeds to land as tenant by the curtesy, hence 
the option will not exist. Again, having regard to 
sections 50 and 51 of the Act of 1882, which restrict the 
ight to fetter a tenant for life’s powers, and also to section 53 
which constitutes a tenant for life a trustee in respect of the 
exercise of those powers, it is submitted that it would be 
improper for a tenant by the curtesy to permit any other 
person to be registered as proprietor of the land. 

Farther, it is submitted that the registrar has no power to 
enter up a notice of an estate by the curtesy unless such estate 
is in possession ; the contingent right of a husband to take by 
the curtesy in case he survives his wife is, it is submitted, not 
an estate by the curtesy at all (compare Bates v. Kesterton, ubi 
supra). Moreover the entries to be made in the register 
during the joint lives of husband and wife are provided for by 
section 44 of the Act of 1875 as amended by the Act of 1897. 
The result is that rule 161 and Form 44 ought to be amended so 
as to apply only to the case of registration of a right to dower. 

Notices as to death duties—The provisions (see Act of 1897, 
8. 13; rules 162 to 165) as to death duties appear to be one of 
the most satisfactory features of the new Act and rules. 
Though succession duty and estate oe, the wear y rod a oe 
entry to the contrary, are a charge upon all registered C 
of 1878, s. 18, as amended), they are not to affect a bond fide 
purchaser for full consideration in money or money’s worth, 
even with notice, unless the liability to duty is noted on the 

ister or, in the case of a possessory or qualified title, the 
liability to the duty is paramount to the fee simple conferred by 
first registration (Act of 1897, s. 13). It is conceived that 
a registered chargee must be held to be a purchaser for full con- 
sideration to the extent of his charge within the meaning of the 
last-mentioned section ; there is, however, no definition of pur- 
chaser (compare ——— and Law of Property Act, 1881, 
8. 2(viii.); and see rule 164), 
The registrar is to enquire as to the death duties on every 
application to register land with an absolute title, or to register 
a transmission of land ; and is to enter notice of the liability to 
duty in Form 45 in the Register. 
Where mal representatives are registered, no entry of 
liability to duty is to be made (rule 163), This seems to shew 
that, apart from section 13 of the Act of 1897, the Rule Com- 
mittee were of opinion that, notwithstanding section 5 of the 
Act of 1897, which says that the constitution of a personal 
representative in respect of real estate is not to affect ny 
a personal representative will, in favour of a purchaser, be a 
to convey free from succession and estate —* 

When a personal representative assents to a devise, or transfers 
to any person, otherwiee than by sale, notice of the liability to 
duty is to be entered in the register, unless popent of death 
duties is proved to the registrar, or a certificate from the Inland 
Revenue is furnished _— 46), or that the devisee or 
transferee is entitled in favour of a purchaser to convey, free 
from duty (¢.9., a trustee for sale): see rule 164. 

An entry of liability to duty may be cancelled on production 








Notices of estates in dower or by the curtesy—The application 


of proper evidence (rule 165). 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACTS. 
[Jo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Has your attention been drawn to the combined effect of 
section 49 of the Act of 1875 and section 8 of the Act of 1897 ? 

The former section provides for entry on the register of cautions 
and inhibitions relating to equities, regardless of any endorsements 
on the land certificate, whilst the latter enacts that the certificate is 
to be produced on every entry being made on the register, and for 
the endorsement of every such entry on the certificate. 

It would seem to me that the latter section controls the former, 
and that in future no entry should be made under section 49 of the 
earlier Act without production of, and endorsement on, the 
certificate. 

It is certainly most important that this shculd be so, as otherwise 
bankers could not safely make advances on the deposit of the land 
certificate without searching the register, nor could they hold the 
certificate as a continuing security without searching on the occasion 
of each subsequent advance, in case some caution should have been 

i since the deposit of the certificate and the former search. 

t has been prominently * forward as one of the advantages of 
the Act that bankers would be able to make advances freely on the 
deposit of the certificate, in the same way in which they now do on 
the d it of title-deeds, and I cannot think that this would have 
been done if section 49 of the earlier Act were not governed by 
section 8 of the later one, but I am aware that the other view is held 
by many who are more likely to be correct than I am, and I should 
be glad to elicitsome expression of opinion from you or your readers. 

A BANKER’s SOLICITOR. 
[See okservations in ‘ Current Topics.””—Eb. S. J.} 


A COUNTY COURT DECISION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—The decision of a county court judge of a case in which I 
will doubtless take the majority of your readers, as it did 
myself and other solicitors in court at the time, by surprise. 

The following are shortly the facts : 

In 1888 A. buys goods of B. On the 29th of October, 1892, B. 
issues 8 summons for the amount of the goods, but the day before 
the hearing of the summons A. pays B. a small sum on account of the 
debt and costs, and promises to pay the balance by instalments if 
B. will withdraw the summons. B. doesso. A. fails to keep his 


romise, and B, issues a summons for the balance * A. — 
and states that he does not owe B. anything. The judge said it was 





as this, and thereupon gave judgment for the defendant. 


I have always made it a practice, where a summons is issued 
against a — who is in poor circumstances, to withdraw the _ 


summons (in other words, discontinue the action) on the defendant 
aying the plaint fee and part of the debt, and agreeing to pay the 
alance by instalments; my object being to save the defendant from 
the expense of attending court and the hearing fee, &c. 
If this decision is correct (I submit it is wrong), then, no matter 
how poor a defendant may be, judgment must be obtained in every 


case. 
I should like to know what the views of your readers are in the 

matter. W. N. 
July 14. 





RECOVERY OF TITHE RENT-CHARGE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I have seen no report of the case of Church v. Mazxted, 
referred to in your issue of the 25th ult., p. 588, and so am unable to 
ascertain whether the tenancy was at an end on the death of the 
tenant. In any event there is apparently a direct conflict between 
the last part of section 2 of the Tithe Act, 1891, which states that 
‘Tithe rent-charge as defined by this Act shall not be recovered in 
any other manner,” and section 4 of 14 & 15 Vict. c. 25, which states 
in effect that if any occupying tenant of land shall quit leaving 
unpaid any tithe rent-charge, in certain events therein mentioned it 
shall be lawful for the landlord, &c., to recover tithes paid by him 
against the quitting tenant or his legal representatives in the same 
manner as if the same were a debt by simple contract due from such 
tenant to the landlord, &c., making such payment. 

Does the former Act override the latter; or how does the law 
now stand ? R. N. R. 

July 18. 


[Section 4 of 14 & 15 Vict. c. 25 applies only where the tithe- 
owner gives notice of distress. Since the tithe-owner cannot now 
give any such notice, the section appears to bs in effect repealed.— 
gD. S. J.J 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


High Court—Chancery Division, 


CROYSDALE v. SUNBURY-ON-THAMES URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. 
Stirling, J. 9th July. 


Loca GovERNMENT—SEWER Mang By A Person ror His Own Prorrr— 
Vestinc—Pvusiic Hearttu Act, 1875 (38 & 89 Vicr. c. 55), s. 13 (1). 


This was an action brought to restrain the defendants, who were the 

urban authorities of Sunbury, from draining surface-water from a street 
under their control into a pond on the plaintiffs’ land, and one of the 
questions raised was whether a certain line of pipes to the pond formed a 
sewer and as such had vested in the defendants, or whether it fell within the 
exemption contained in section 13, sub-section (1), of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, as having been made by the plaintiff or bis predecessors for his 
or their own profit. The plaintiff was the owner of a house and grounds 
in Sunbury known as Hooke House, including a field situate on the west 
side of a road known as Green-street, which runs north and south. The 
field in question slopes downwards from Green-street and then rises again. 
In the dip are two ponds, the larger of which was formerly a gravel pit. 
On the west side of Green-street and nearest to the field was at one time 
an open ditch from which there ran down to the pond a line of pipes 
which discharged into the pond. The end of this line next the ditch 
was protected by a grating at a level of more than two feet below the 
surface of the road. The defendants became the urban authority of Sunbu 
on the 3rd of December, 1894. In August, 1896, the portion of the di 
near the grating had become filled with rubbish which completely covered 
the grating, so that there was nothing at the road to indicate the existence 
of it or of the line of pipes. In December, 1896, the plaintiff with a view 
to filling up the pond removed the line of pipes so far as it existed on his 
own land. Subsequently the defendants entered on the plaintiff's land 
and cut a trench from tbe ditch to the field for the purpose of running off 
the surface-water from Green-street. Thereupon the present action was 
brought, and by his statement of claim the plaintiff claimed (1) a 
declaration that the defendants were not entitled todrain such surface- 
water into the plaintiff's said pond or to lay down in the plaintiff's 
land or use any drain pipe or trench for any such purpose, 
(2) an injunction. The defendants at the trial justified their 
acts under (1) their powers as urban authority under the Public Health 
Act, 1875, and (2) their powers as the highway authority under section 144 
of that Act aud the Highway Act, 1835. 

Sriniixo, J., held on the evidence that the pipes were originally put ia 
about 1858 for the purpose of getting a better supply of water to the pond 
for the use of the cattle and r stock feeding in the field. On the first 


point raised by the defendants his lordship referred to Durrant v. Brank- 
some Urban District Council (46 W. R. 134; 1897, 2 Uh. 291) as shewing 
that ‘‘sewers”’ within the Public Health Act include pipes for removing 
surface-water within section 4 and as such would primd facie vest in the 


Julyjf23, 1898, q 
contrary to the spirit of the County Court Acts to “ split” such a claim 4 
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stances are in any caso required, and so the district registrar has certified 
in the answer he has given to the plaintiff's objections. On these 
grounds, and on these grounds only, I consider that the appeal fails. I say 
on these grounds only, because I am not disposed to go into the more 
general question to which the respondent’s counsel was desirous of calling 
our attention, and on which we have not heard him, so that it would not 
be right for us to express any opinion adverse to what he has said. We 
sit here to dispose of appeals, and these considerations are sufficient to 
dispose of the present appeal. The general questions as to Liverpool and 
Manchester business, and as to ergy | summonses issued there and 
the special privileges they are alleged to have, must tkerefore be left to 
be eettled hereafter when some case calls for a decision on those pointe. 

Ooraaxns, L.J., concurred.—Counse., A. a B. Terrell; Eve, Q.C., and 
Preston; Rotch. Soutcrrors, J. F. Harrison ¢ Burton, Liverpool ; Burton, 
Yeates, § Hart, for Tyrer, Kenion, Tyrer, ¢ Simpson, Liverpool; Norris § 
Sons, 


[Reported by R. C. Macxenzix, Barrister-at-Law. | 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Oxper or Covrrt. 
Monday, the 18th day of July, 1898. 


Whereas, from the present state of the business before Mr. Justice 
North, Mr. Justice Stirling, Mr. Justice Romer, and Mr. Justice Byrne 
respectively, it is expedient that a portion of the causes assigned to Mr. 
Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, and Mr. Justice Romer, should for the 

urpose only of hearing or of trial be transferred to Mr. Justice Byrne ; 
Wee, I, the Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby order that the several causes 
and matters ret forth in the schedules hereto, be accordingly transferred 
from the said Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, and Mr. Justice 
Romer, to Mr. Justice Byrne for the purpose only of hearing or of trial, 
and be marked in the cause books accordingly. And this order is to be 
drawn up by the registrar and set up in the several offices of the Chan- 
cery Division of the High Court of Justice. 


FIRST SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Nortu. 
98. 
Manchester Ship Canal Co v Company of Proprietors of the Rochdale 
Canal 1896 M 2,673 Febd9 
Akervyd v Morley 1897 A 1,665 Feb 11 
Roche v Hobson 1897 R 202 Feb 12 
Fleming v Loe 1897 F 1,136 Feb 17 
Dingle vCoppen 1897 D 950 Feb 17 
Holland v Chelkea Electricity Supply Cold 1898 H 183 Feb 24 
Oox v Borthwick 1897 O 3,241 Feb 24 
Wright v Davies 1897 W 3,267 Feb 26 
Fitzgerald v Branson, Kent, & Cold 1897 F 1,576 March 1 
Cainnock v Rural District Council of Hartley Wintney 1898 
March 5 
Figgess v The Same 1898 F 229 March 5 
Pha vThe Same 1898 P 297 March5 
Chaudebois v Burry 1898 C 94 MarchS 
Royal Sovereign Gold Mining Cold v King 1897 R 1,656 March 7 
Smith v Devon and Exeter Turkish Bath Cold 1897 8S 3,970 March 7 
Pilley vShaw 1897 P 2,298 March 9 
Earl’s Court Hotels ld v Evans 1897 E 1,380 March 10 
—— Manufacturing Co, Incorporated v The Monotype Machine 
(Britiah Patents) Syndicate ld 1897 T 1,121 March 11 
In re The Truffault Cycle & Tube Manufacturing Cold and Co’s Acts 
motion March 19 
Barnett v Meekin 1897 B 2,701 March 21 
Wickham v Ogilvy 1898 W 539 March 26 
Hart v Brie 1897 H 3,398 March 26 
Parr v General Investors’ Syndicate ld 1897 
Weston v Sewell 1897 W 3,560 March 31 
Wells v Schofield 1898 W 87 April 4 
Inre The Sheba Queen Gold & Exploration, 1d & Co’s Acts motion 


C 500 


P 1,911 March 30 


April 5 
United Kingdom TeaCo, 1d vy Lipman 1897 U 780 April 6 
Miller & Aldworth vy Sharp 1897 M 3,845 April6 ~« 


Chadburn vBladon 1897 C 1,179 April 6 

Sellarsv Dalley 1897 S 2,834 April 7 

King v St Martin’s Syndicate, 1d 1897 K 961 April7 

Fitch v Callingham 1897 F 1,795 April 15 

Smith v Rickard 1897 S 3,774 April 16 

Nowell v Allen 1897 N 202 April 16 

Wright v Stanfield 1897 W 1,973 April 20 

Turnbull v Halford 1897 T 2,116 April 25 

Phoenix Metal Die & Engineering Co, 1d v Bostwick Gate & Shutter Co, 
Id 1898 P 366 April 26 

C de Murrieta & Co, 1d v Mendel 1897 © 3,535 April 26 

Mendess v Benjamin 1897 M 2,887 April 28 

Morgan v Owens 1897 M 3,029 April 30 

Sharp vSharp 1897 S 1,337 April 30 

Hinton v Whittle 1897 2,711 May 3 


J & W Nicholson & Co,ld v Keene 1897 J 2,000 May 3 
Hunter v Lamb 1897 


H 3,923 May 5 


Hannan’s Brownbill Central Gold Mines, ld v Crossus South United Gold 
Mines, 1d 1897 H 3,826 May5 

James v Richardson 1898 J 219 May5 

Barwell vy McMahon 1897 B 3,302 May 5 

The Rosherville Gardens Co, ld vy Curnock 1898 R 63 May 6 

Stodart v Nursey 1898 S 269 May7 

Nutt v Easton 1897 N 1,802 May 11 


SECOND SCHEDULE. 


From Mr. Justice Srrruine. 
1897. 
Sleeman v Cragoe 1897 S 1,933 Nov. 25 
Catling v Barnett 1897 C 1,067 Dec. 18 
Bassett v Graydon 1897 B» 3,161 Dec. 20 
Mayer v Robert Church & Roberts yes M 660 Dec. 29 
1898 


Frederick v Young 1897 F 1,191 Jan. 4 

Stillvy Cooke 1897 8 2,773 Jan1l 

Graydon v Blackpool Gigantic Wheel Co, ld 1897 G 1,614 Jan. 18 

Pooler v Grant, Bulcraig & Co 1897 P 1,357 Jan. 18 

Fay v Clarion Newspaper Co, ld 1897 F 812 Jan. 20 

Burford v Burford 1897 B 4,024 Jan 20 

In re Shorey Smith v Shorey 1897 S 1,093 Jan. 21 

Hind v Thompson 1897 H 2,445 Jan. 22 

Baker v Behrens 1897 B 989 Jan. 24 

Drincqbier vy Wood 1897 D 1,213 Jan. 26 

In re Griffin Griffin v Griffin 1897 G 2,347 Jan. 27 

Booth v Australian Mines Agency, ld 1897 B 2,914 Jan. 28 

Keynes v Leslie & Co,1d 1897 K 483 Jan. 28 

Hett v Carpenter 1897 H 2,611 Jan 31 

Babington v Worrall 1897 B 1,172 Feb 1 

Inre Wortham Wortham v Wortham 1897 W 1,986 Febl 

The Tubeless Pneumatic Tyre & Capon Heaton, ld v French Tubeless 
Tyre Co, 1d 1897 T 535 Febl 

Hart v Mattox 1897 H 3,225 Feb3 

Manfield v Rose 1897 M 2,408 Feb 5 

In re Evans Jones v Evans adjdsumns Feb8 

Budd v Pullman 1897 B 3,921 Feb11 

The Daimler Motor Co, ld v Bowen 1897 D 1,577 Feb 15 

Hiscott v Carter 1897 H 2,249 Feb 15 

Hiscott v Short 1897 H 2,959 Feb 15 

Whiteman v Hambourg 1897 W 3,681 Feb 17 

Chancerelle v Ratcliffe 1897 C 4,029 Feb 18 

Winser & Co, 1d v Armstrong & Co 1898 W 201 Feb 23 

Richards v Kerbey 1897 R 1,446 Feb 24 

Mathews v Wilmer 1597 M 3,529 Feb 24 

Carter Gear Case Patents Co v Elswick Oycles Co, ld 1897 0 1748 


March 3 
Abbs v Matheson & Co. 1897 A 732 March 8 


THIRD SCHEDULE. 
From Mr. Justice Romer. 
1898. 


In re eee & Shawcross ld & Co’s Act Expte E G Ratcliffe motn 
March 18 

Inre Parker Maughan v Clark 1897 P 2,612 March21 

Lazenby v Clinton 1898 L 119 March 21 

Martin v Macarthy 1897 M 2,976 March 22 

Shaw v Goldsbro 1897 S 3,632 March 22 

Smith v Rothman 1898 S 513 March 23 

In re Trade Marks Nos. 189,368, 193,011, & 193,012, Class 45, of F & J 
Smith, & Patents, &e Acts motn March 23 

— v The Apostoff Automatic Telephone, &c 1d 1897 A 880 
March 29 

In re The Gutta Percha Corpn 1d & Co’s Act, 1862 motn March 29 

Payton & Co ld v Snelling, Lampard & Cold 1898 P 2,636 March 29 

Philpot v Rudham 1897 P 2,097 March 29 

Est Surrey Water Cov Taylor 1897 E 1,250 March 29 

Sutton District Water Cov Taylor 1897 S 4,485 March 29 

Santley v Wilde 1897 S 4,429 March 30 

Vincett v Harrison 1897 V 771 April 2 

Automatic Air Tight Co, ld v Hermetically Sealed Jar Syndicate, ld 
1897 A 915 April 4 

Gillson v Seiter 1898 G 484 April 6 

Hart v Murray 1897 H 5 April 6 

Smith v Jones & Sons;ld 1897 8 2,657 April 6 

Beardmore v The Interchangeable Automatic Machine Syndicate, 1d 
1898 B 1,181 April 7 

In re Bartons Bartonsv Church 1897 B 2,169 April 13 

Lloyd v Thomas 1897 L 2,023 April 13 

The Cambridge, 1d v Hurley 1897 V 4,088 April 16 

Inman v Hobbs Manufacturing Co 1897 I 2,1 April 19 

Marquis of Abergavenny v Fitness 1889 A 1,008 April 20 

Hatssvry, C. 








In the Standing Committee of Law on the 15th inst., on the considera- 
tion of the London University Bill, Sir J. Gorst moved a new clause to 
the following effect: ‘‘ Nothing in this Act shall affect the rights or 
privileges of any of the Inns of Court or of the Incorporated Law 
Society.” Upon this a considerable discussion took place, but eventually 
its second was carried on a division by twenty-three votes to four. 
The clause was added to the Bill, 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Annvat GeneraL Mauerine. 


The annual general meeting of the Incorporated Law see was held 
at the Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on Friday, the 15th inst., retiring 
president, Mr. Wu. Goppsn (London), taking the chair. 


PRESIDENT AND Vice-PRESIDENT. 


The Present stated that Mr. C. B. Margetts (Huntingdon) had been 

osed as president and Mr. Henry Manisty (London) as vice-president 

tor ths * year, and as there were no other ‘candidates, he declared 

them duly elected, observing that he thought it would be agreeable to the 
society that they should again welcome as president a country member. 


AvDITORS. 


The following gentlemen were appointed as auditors of the society’s 
accounts for the ensuing year: Mr. A. G. Guillemard, Mr. E. H. Nash, 
and Mr. J. 8. Chappelow, F.O.A. 


Vacancrgs on THE CovnciL. 


The Prestpent stated that he had received a letter from Mr. W. Winter 
stating that, at the request of Mr. R. M. Beachcroft, he would withdraw 
his nomination as a candidate. 

Mr. Cuas. Forp (London) said that in the days of old it was the prac- 
tics to send out something like a house . Were they to understand, 
looking at the present nominations, that they were to gather who were on 
the house list and who were not ? 

The Prestpent: You may gather exactly what you find there. 

Mr. Forp: I am extremely obliged. - 

The Presment said there were twelve vacancies, and withdrawing Mr. 
Beachcroft’s name there were thirteen candidates. He asked whether any 
of those gentlemen desired their names to be withdrawn, and receiving 


no reply, stated that as the number of nominations were than the 
number of vacancies, an election by ballot would be , the result 
of which would be announced at a general meeting te be on Thurs- 


day, August 4. He appointed the follo tlemen to act as 
scrutineers: Mr. G. A. Fisher, Mr. Kennard 1, Mr. G. S. Macquoid, 
Mr. D. H. Pettitt, and Mr. A. H. Davidson. 

The following are the candidates, the names of retiring members of the 
Council being distinguished by an asterisk: Mr. Philip Witham (Witham, 
Roskell, Munster, & Weld), Mr. Henry James Johnson (Waltons, Johnson, 
Bubb, & Whatton), *Mr. Grinham Keen (Keen, Rogers, & Co.), *Mr. 
William Godden (Godden, Son, & Holme), *Mr. William Melmotk Walters 
(Walters, Deverell, Walters, Wood, & Walters), *Mr. Arthur Wightman 
(Broomhead, Wightman, & Moore), Mr. Harry Wilmot Lee (Lee, Bolton, 
& Lee), *Mr. William Howard Winterbotham (Waterhouse, Winter- 
botham, Harrison, & Co.), Mr. Charles Stewart (Markby, Stewart, & Co.), 
*Mr. William Williams (Currie, Williams, & Williams), *Mr. Richard 
Pennington (Pennington & Sons), *Sir A. K. Rollit (Rollit & Sone), and 
Mr. Grantham R. Dodd. 

Socrety’s Accounts. 


The accounts, which shewed a total income of £35,678 15s. 4d., with an 
excess of income over expenditure of £5,717 133., were laid before the 
meeting. 

The Presipent moved their adoption. 

—* Vicz-Presipent, Mr. O. B. Margetts (Huntingdon), seconded the 
motion. 

Mr. Forp eaid that for many years he had urged that it was unfair on 
the part of the Council to charge one-half of the largest items of expendi- 
ture connected with the administration of the affairs of the society to the 
Articled Clerks’ Fund. He Lad the satisfaction at length of finding the 
Council come to the conclusion that it was not a fair arrangement, but it 
had been a great number of years before they did so. But he found that 
while £3,610 7s. 5d. was charged to the general account of ‘‘ salaries, 
officers, clerks, and servants, and pensions,’ the same amount less £100 
was charged to the articled clerks’ account. He appealed to the Council 
that if it was not fair to charge half of the ex under this head to the 
articled clerks’ account, to reduceitsimply by £100 wasfarfrom satisfactory. 
He was sorry to see also that there were several other items in the account 
which were charged against the articled clerks’ account. From the income 
side it appeared that the society had received £8,200 from the articled 
clerks, and notwithstanding that the insignificant sum of £160 was all that 
was given by way of prizes for the encouragement of those who were 
coming after them in the profession. £160 out of £8,200 for prizes for the 
articled clerks, not of London, but of the whole of the United Kingdom, 
was really miserable. He was sorry to see the item ‘assistant examiners 
and grants £3,476 4s. 3d.’"’ He thought that the members ought to 
be told how small a part of that went towards 55 to the provincial 
law societies. The profession ought to be told that it was only three or 
four of the most favoured law societies who could get a single penny. 
The majority of the provincial law societies did not get a brass " 
He must say that the Council might very fairly argue that if the pro- 
fession allowed this state of things to g° on they must not be too severe 

m the Council. Remembering as he did the financial vicissitudes of 
the society in bygone years he was more than to see that the 
chairman of the Executive Committee had given the society towards the 
expenses of the Discipline Committee £2,500. He thought this should 

ve gone to a te account, and that they should have been told how 
much of it had been expended for the purposes of discipline. He was 
under the impression, unless the chairman of the Finance Oommittee 


generosity fund. He was 
strongly of opinion that if the articled clerks’ account was more equita 


again for more towards _ the articl * 
dealt with there would bea —— sum available instead of par 
£160. There would be at least if not £1,000 to dispose of for the 


“pees of articled clerks. 

The ent: I should like to say one word in answer to what Mr. 

Ford has said. With reference to the to the 

articled clerks, that is gone into 
occasions their 


repeated ex: It was also gone into 
me cen grand tnetdaceallp with tha Obanediion of the Rechenter on the 
occasion of the and the manner in which the 


liamentary grant, 

Comme donk wiih Steno Sues ne Sete ae Sera 
Oink ves ene Ee ees ee uer 
was very careful, and an estimate made of the building and of the 
Cee ee a 
other os and satisfied himself closely before he to 
ag * at ates Soe De ipli 

ion to the Parliamen' grant. I am sorry to say they 
very considerably in excess of the Parliamentary grant. 
were rendered by me to the Chancellor of the Exchequer at the beginning 
of the year shewed that the expenses of to con. 
siderable extent the Parliamentary gran 
each year in order that the grant may continue. Aa pe. cee, 
articled clerks’ fund and education, I think our friend Mr. F need not 
be afraid that the country law societies will not open their lips as soon as 
they see we are in a position todo something for them and can usefully 
employ the money. And this very day I have had an intimation that one 
of the north country law societies would like a vote of £250. We shall 
be only too glad if we are able to do useful in that direction. 
The discipline expenses very considerably exceed the Parliamentary 


t. 
— motion was carried unanimously. 


Annvat Report. 


The Presipent: My next duty is to move the adoption of the annual 
report, and that it should be received, approved, and entered on the 
minutes. It is unnecessary for me to delay with remarks on 
that report. It has been before the members for a ble time, but 
there are one or two subjects on which the Council would like to supple- 
ment it. It contains a reference to the 


Companies Acr (1867) Amenpment Bit, 


which has reference to section 25 of the Act, as follows: “ 
pared on the instructions of the society has 
ouse of Commons by Sir John Lubbock, and if 
consultation with the President of the Board of 
court to grant relief from ties for non-compliance with 
of the Companies Act, 1867, relating to contracts for the issue of fully - 
paid shares, recent decisions of the courts having given rise to doubts as 
to the of contracts in a form that has been . 
The leading insurance 


i 
* 


bankers and 
brokers, and solicitors have signed 
Bill was read a second time on the, 15th of June.”’ 
y a member 


of section 25 of the Act of 1867 has often been very unjust and that 
would lead to almost innumerable lawsuits and work a great deal of 
hardship. That was so thrust upon the Council that they had a Bill 
and brought in for the purpose of the Act, and I am 
happy to inform the that that Bill received its third reading in 
the House of Commons the day before yesterday. It provides, as we 
think, a complete re for those hardships which were pen 

described before the committee by Mr. Buckley as a section whic 
had done more injury than any. The Bill that the court may 
grant relief and will allow the filing of the contract. You will remember 
that supplemental contracts have filed instead of the full contract 
under a general belief that it was a sufficient compliance with the Act. 
The Bill provides that the contract may be filed nunc pro (une and that the 
court may grant relief before or after yo have been taken and 
cme tees gay oe BL This will, we , prove most usefal if it 
through the House of Lords, as we hope it may. One other subject 

as been moving on since the report was issued, the 
Lonpon Untvsrstry Commisston Bri. 


The Council has never been hostile toa university for London, 
but looking into the terms of the Bill they thougt 

some — * the wes and righ * 
examinations, and especially for system 
our articled clerks should not be diverted 
master’s office for academical studies. It is understood that these clauses 
will be introduced in Grand Committee, and I think the society’s posi- 
tion will be sufficiently protected. One other Bill I may mention, and 
that is in relation to the 


oe 


Souicrrors Acts. 


The Lord Chancellor and the Master of the 
little section 32 of the Act of 1843 and sad, ty Master of the Rolls 
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Acts of Parliament so as to give more power to the society to deal with 
unqualified persons, especially in county courts. These sections, we 
think, will very often of great service. The Bill has passed the 
House of Lords, and is now in the House of Commons. I think there is 
no other topic upon which I need delay the meeting. The report is now 
before you. 

The Vicz-Presipent seconded the motion. 

Lone Vacation. 

Mr. F. R. Parxer (London) said there was one part of the report with 
which some members of the society did not altogether agree ; he refe 
to the part dealing with the Long Vacation. The report stated as follows : 
‘‘The resolution passed at the general meeting in July, 1897, that, in 
the opinion of this society, the duration of the Long Vacation should be 
reduced to eight weeks—first Monday in August to last Saturday in 
September—was adopted by the Council, and was communicated to the 
General Council of the Bar, who passed a resolution to the effect that it 
was not desirable that the suggestion of the society should be carried 
into effect. The reform being one that cannot be introduced without a 
general agreement of opinion in its favour, the Council do not tee 
their way to proceed further in the matter at the present time.” 
He did not propose to raise any general debate, but simply to offer 
his respectful protest against the concluding sentence of the statement. 
He respectfully demurred from the suggestion that the bar should be 
entitled to stop any resolution the society might think it right in the 
interest of solicitors and of their clients to put forward and press. 
Taking merely the question of numbers, which ruled most things 
nowadaye, he believed the solicitors were three to one to the bar—that was 
to say, that in England there were somewhere about 15,000 solicitors and 
5,000 barristers. Therefore, taking the purely radical view that numbers 
were to count, he said that the bar were not in the position to veto any- 
thing that the eociety determined. The report stated that the reform 
could not be introduced without a general agreement of opinion in its favour. 
He did not think that was within the meaning of the resolution. He 
thought it had been put forward and argued as a reform needful in their own 
interests as solicitors and one which was desired by that branch of their 
clients who were suitors in the courts. He certainly, therefore, found 
a difficulty in supporting the resolution as far as this part of the report 
was concerned. The paragraph concluded with the words ‘* the Council 
do not see their way to proceed further in the matter at the present 
timo.“ In other words, the Council had pigeon-holed the question. He 
offered his protest against that. The question had been challenged over 
and over again both in London and the provinces and the Council should 
have done their utmost to carry out actively the wishes of themselves and 
of the profession. He did not think they should quietly allow themselves 
to be pigeon-holed in this matter, and he objected as a member of the 
society and as an independent solicitor to being under the dictation of 
the bar in this. He urged that the Council should consider the 

diency of pressing this question by every means in their power, by 

bringing it before the public, by agitating in Parliament, and that they 
would not allow any minority however influential to stop the full exercise 
of the resolution which had been passed. The members, each and all of 
them, did what little lay in their power to carry forward any question 
which affected the profession at large, especially upon which 
& pronounced opinion had been formed, and he therefore offered his 
contribution to the further elucidation of the subject. On another 
matter not mentioned in the report they had at least one member of the 
bench, and that an active one and one who took strong views, who was in 
their favour—Mr. Justice Wright. A select committee of the House of 
Commons had been sitting on the procedure in election petitions. Before 
that committee Mr. Justice Wright had appeared and he was asked whether 
the trial of these petitions could not be proceeded with during the Long 
Vacation? Mr. Justice Wright answered in the way they considered 
right. He said he saw no objection, and he believed, speaking as a 
judge, that the judges would be willing to exchange the holidays they 
had perforce to take in the Long Vacation for some other part of the year. 
They were told that the judges did not favour this amendment, but he 
had urged over and over again that many of the judges would gladly 
exchange this enforced holiday in August and September. He (Mr. 
Parker) had also attended before the committee, and had as far as possible 
— the need of a reform in the Long Vacation. 

. Forp wished to move an amendment. He said he entirely endorsed 
the remarks of Mr. Parker. He moved that the report be received with 
the exception of that part referring to the Long Vacation. He knew that 
the amendment would not be carried, but he would move it as a protest. 
These meetings were called for two o’clock ; no more inconvenient hour 
could be found, except for the members of the club, whocould attend and 
carry anything they thought fit. There was a member of the Council who 
was much more uceful to the society before he was elected to that posi- 
tion who was the author of the proposal that the Long Vacation should 
be reduced to two months. He (Mr. Ford) thought that was two months 
longer than it ought to be. But he hoped Mr. Munton would speak out 
upon the matter. This wasa very milk-and-water paragraph in which 
the Council did not see their way to proceeding further with the matter. 
That was a stereotyped expression which could be found in the reports for 
the last thirty years. And that was the effect of some of the most 
important proposals by way of reform ever advocated in tbat hall, and 
they, poor miserable fellows! were to fold their arms and say nothing 
more. They were there to represent the interests of the public. If the 
bar were content to represent their own interests that was their affair, 
but it was not a position which the members of the society would ever 
assist in. In the interest of the suitors in the courts there was no member 
of the Council or of the society who would stand up and say that the courts 
ought to be closed from the 10th of August to the 24th of October. He 





asked the meeting to demur to the attitude of the Council in saying they 
could do nothing more to shorten the Long Vacation. Was it fair to their 
clients that they should be shut out from getting justice administered for 
a longer period than two months? 

Mr. E. Frrzceravp (London) seconded the amendment. 

Mr. F. K. Munron (Lendon) said that as Mr. Ford had alluded to his 
attitude, perhaps it was right that he should make a few observations, 
Mr. Ford seemed to have been under the impression that because one 
member of the Council, after consulting his colleagues, had moved a 
resolution which he believed, on the whole, would recommend itself, the 
mover was in some degree responsible for the ultimate result. Those who 
had studied the question knew perfectly well that in the general meetings 
and elsewhere there was a very divided opinion. Some were in favour of 
retaining the vacation exactly as it was at present. Some, like Mr. Ford, 
were for abolishing it altogether. Others were in favour of certain further 
business being done during the Long Vacation, and there were varying 
views all along the line. The difficulty had been to reconcile these views 
as far as possible and to get some kind of resolution passed at a general 
meeting which the Council would feel themselves justified in putting for- 
ward. The Council adopted the resolution, and they had loyally en. 
deavoured to make progress. It was said by Mr. Parker that because the 
bar were numerically less than solicitors comparatively little notice should 
be taken of the bar opposition. But the law society must not only pass 
resolutions, they must be practical. They must look at the difficulties 
which were before them. All that the Council could possibly do at pre- 
sent they had done. In his opinion a very long time would elapse before 
they would succeed in getting exactly all that had been asked. It might 
be that the Council, if requested, could take some further step by way of 
shewing their continued loyalty to the general meeting, but it was quite 
impossible to bi the question to a successful issue so easily as some of 
the members i ed. There were many conflicting authorities to deal 
with, and if it were proposed they should do something more at the 
present time, let a resolution be framed of a er character, in which 
event he had no doubt that the Council would do all that they could to 
carry it into effect. 

Mr. R. Penntncton (London) thought a better form of amendment 
would be to propose that the resolution should be sent to the Lord 
Chancellor. The bar had not received the suggestion favourably, but 
that was no reason why the solicitors should not go to the head of the 
profession and tell him what they thought and what they wished. He 
could not see any harm in such a step. He did not suppose any good 
would follow, but he thought it was the duty of the Council to do so if the 
society wished it. If Mr. Ford’s amendment were put in that form he 
would support it. : ‘ 

Mr. Parxer, referring to the remarks of Mr. Munton, said that his 
contention was that the Council had not done all they ought to have 
done. Mr. Munton said they had done everything that was possible. 

Mr. Forp: They have not even eent the resolution to the Lord 
Chancellor. ; 

Mr. Parker said that was so. He asked Mr. Ford to withdraw his 
amendment. He could not support it for the reason Mr. Ford had given 
—namely, that it would not be carried—and he was quite sure that the 
remarks which had been made would have the full consideration of the 
Council. He would prefer Mr. Pennington’s suggested amendment. 

Mr. Gray Hit —* speaking as a country member of the 
Council, said he had been associated with Mr. Munton in supporting the 
resolution as to the Long Vacation which was regarded at the time asa 
compromiee. He thought it was a great pity that the Council should 
say anything which would hamper their action hereafter in supporting 
this resolution, although as a member of the Council he was to a certain 
extent bound by the report, if it should be considered desirable to go 
further. Mr. Munton had very properly said that there was a great 
difference of opinion on the matter, and that was very naturally reflected 
in the Councit. The real way to accomplish something was for tho:e 
who believed in the desirability and the necessity of shortening the Long 
Vacation to convert those who were doubtful or hesitating or of a contrary 
opinion. Then they would be able to bring power to bear upon the 
Council to set them to work. Again, what he thought might be very 
properly objected to on the part of Mr. Ford or of any other member 
was the concluding words of the paragraph, and if Mr. Ford would 
confine his amendment to omitting those words he would be very happy 
to support it. E 

Mr. Forp expreseed his agreement with the suggestion. 

Mr. E. Kranzr (London) supported what had fallen from Mr. Penning- 
ton. It was all very well for the members of the society to be met with 
the objection which Mr. Pennington brought forward, that he did not think 
any good would come from moving in the matter. That was scarcely 
treating the Lord Chancellor fairly. He believed the Lord Chancelks 
was open to reason like the rest of people. In fact he believed that 
more than others the Lord Chancellor was open to the pressure 
of public opinion. It could not be denied that the society very 
much more than the Bar Council represented public opinion. 
They had heard to-day for the first time that the society had 
received a public grant of £2,500. If anything would impose upon them 
the obligation of repreeenting the public interest, that grant, small as it 
was, woulddo so. They were bound, therefore, not only in the interests 
of their clients, but in the interests of the public generally, to give voice 
to public opinion. What was the opinion of the clients upon the subject 
worth? It was worth absolutely nothing unless it was expressed through 
the mouth of their solicitors, and the members of the society were there 
for the purpose of expressing it. Did they mean to say that the Lord 
Chancellor would aatbe subject to the expression of opinions of that char- 


acter? He believed he would, and the proper constitutional course was 
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for the Council to wait upon the Lord Chancellor, first sending out a 
notice to every member of the society as to when the deputation would be 
received and asking as many of the members as could to attend it. 

Mr. W. Metmorn Watters (London) thought there was no occasion for 
the amendment. He thought the words used in the report had been 


misconstrued. It merely meant this: at the t moment the Council 
did not see their way to proceed further, He at it from this point 
of view: the question as to shortening or abolishing the Long Vacation 


was one which was by no_means ripe. There were almost as 

inions as there were classes of people interested, and the socie 
not effect anything by their own vote. If they had to it in the teeth 
of the bar and the judges, an Act of Padioment w be necessary. 
Where were they there? There were 23 representatives of the solicitor 
branch of aed pe a in the House of Commons against 180 barristers 
It was perfectly ridiculous on the face of it.’ The only chance was to 
educate public opinion to get pressure brought to bear from time to time 
in the right quarter to get the alteration carried. ee Soe never get 
it by bullying or blustering or blackguarding the bar. Mr. Ford would 
only make his amendment on these lines the Council would lose no occasion 
of pressing the matter forward upon the authorities whenever they had 
the opportunity. 

Mr. Barvcn Conzn (London) said that Mr. Walters’ h a; 
to confirm the opinion that the last words should be left out, for tha 
reason that there was not only suggested that there was a misapprehen- 
sion as to their meaning, and the obvious meaning would be that the 
society was not qualified or justified in urging its views because the Bar 
Council had differed from it. He did not think it would be the wish of 
any member of the solicitor branch of the profession to blackguard or 
bluster at the bar. But there was a very wide distinction between black- 
guarding and blustering and swallowing the statement that because there 
might be a difference of opinion between the Bar Council and the Council 
of the society that the Council were to bind the hands of the society and 
ray they did not see their way to pursue a certain course. 

Mr. Watters: At the present moment. 

Mr. Conzn: Or at any other moment. 

Mr. Watters: It does not say so. 
time.” 

Mr. Conen said it did not matter whether it was present time or any 
other time. What he suggested was that because there was a difference 
between the Council of this society and the Bar Council it did not follow 
that even at the present time the Council should not pursue the course it 
had entered upon. He felt all the more bound to say this because he did 
not at all sympathize with Mr. Parker and Mr. Ford in their original 
desire to abridge the Long Vacation. He was one of those who supported 
the Long Vacation, although the two months’ period seemed a very 
reasonable time. Nevertheless, when it came to swallowing the state- 
ment that when the bar differed from the solicitors the solicitors were 
barred from continuing upon a course upon which they had decided he 
eaw the greatest danger to the solicitor branch of the profession. He 
welcomed therefore Mr. Pennington’s suggestion, because it would be 
very unfortunate if the society did nothing. It would ap to be 
accepting the snub to the Council. If the society was to edmit by its 
report that its hands should be tied every time it came into conflict with 
the Bar Council it would render itself powerless. He urged the meeting 
to confirm the society’s independence. 

Mr. E. K. Buyrn (London) hoped the debate would not pass off on a 
side issue upon any question of antagonism or jealousy between the 
society and the bar. Mr. Ford’s amendment simply expressed the same 
thing as Mr Walters’ remarke—namely, thatthe profession desired to 
request the Council todo everything possible from time to time to advance 
this reform. He hoped the meeting would understand that that was 
the broad issue, and that if they supported the amendment they would 
be simply doing so with the view of strengthening the Council in an 
action they might take. The report simply meant that the Council coul 
not take action at present, but it did not shut them out from doing so in 
the future. He did not think it was worth while a question of 
mere verbiage. 

The Presipent: The Council is very much in agreement with what has 
fallenfrom Mr. Cohen. You will notice that inthe paragraph itis stated that 
the resolution was adopted by the Council. Therefore there is no doubt 
we are all agreed upon that subject, and as I understand Mr. Ford’s 

amendment it is that the final sentence of the paragraph shall be omitted, 
and under these circumstances the Council will very readily pass on the 
resolution to the Lord Chancellor. 

The amendment was then adopted. 


Business in THE Cuancery Drvision. 


Mr. Kuper objected that there was no reference in the report to the 
state of business in the Chancery Division. Everybody had commented 
upon the matter, the newspapers had done so, and complaints had been 
made to the House of Commons, and we were told that it was utterly 
useless to make any further complaint because the Government would not 
appoint more judges. That was no reason why they should cease their 
advocacy of and agitation upon the subject. ey were there to record 
their judgment upon the question every year until a remedy was found. 
Tt was ee useless to expect the House of Commons or the public to 
understand this unless the solicitors —— kept before them the 
peice of the question. The position was that in the beginning of this 

nity Sersions there were 617 causes, adjourned summonses for further 
consideration, waiting to be heard by five judges. And the state of busi- 
hess at the present time was that they had heard about half that number, 
and the chances were that in consequence of the pressure of other busi- 
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the objection to the appointment 
had heard on the part 
Council might get the 
interested motive could be how 
could interested motives be imputed to the senior members 
whose pastures would be somewhat diminished and who wo 
scattered abroad by the addition of a fresh court? But that was 
question. The question was whether a suitor into the High Court 
in the Chancery Division was to have his cause delayed and often an 
actual denial of justice brought about. If the society had to go before 
the Lord Chancellor with regard to the Long Vacation oe | might very 
well strengthen his hands as to the appointment of additi judges. To 
deal with the causes as they were eet down would require the addition 
of two jud It was high time that this abominable system was 
brought to the notice of the authorities. 
Mr. Forp referred to the paragraph dealing with 
ProrgssionaL Marrers 

in the report as follows: ‘‘ During the past year five solicitors, who were 
convicted of various offences, have, on the application of the 
society, been struck off the roll. Orders for attachment have been 
obtained against two ee persons for acting as solicitors, and two 
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other cases are now the court. Oonvictions under section 
12 of gee on * 1 —æ obtained 
persons, inclu solicitors out practising 
atin oon abandoned on payment of costs by the defendants.”’ 
Fie observed that the proportions seemed somewhat remarkable. With 
regard to 


Lxeat Epvcation 
his view was that the system in under the society was not a 


vogue 
desirable one inasmuch as it was nothing but a system of coaches and the 
determination that — should interfere with the revenues of the 


society. He thought that if they were wire — themeelves to 
the establishment of a es university. said with 
to the University Commission Bill ‘‘ that the Council adhere to the 


ressed in the evidence of Mr. B. G. Lake in 1888, and of Mr. Penning- 
ton in 1892, to the effect that mere theoretical and 

in law should not qualify a for admission as a solicitor; that a 
university degree alone without service under articles could not be 
accepted asa qualification to practise ; and that the society ought not to 
part with the control of the examination of persons prior to their 
adiission as solicitors.’’ Hé(Mr. Ford) had also given evidence before 
that commission which was entirely opposed to the evidence of Mr. Lake. 
He regretted that the Council had not thought fit to deal with the clauses 
of the 

Companres Acts 


which dealt with voluntary liquidations. Although there were 
frauds by moneylenders they were in no equal to the frauds upon 
public in connection with voluntary liquidations The way in which 
people were bled was abominable, and the system lent itself to all sorts 
unworthy actions. If the gs were ———— disclosed as 
the case with compulsory liquidations the public would greatly benefi 
He entirel with Mr. Kimber’s remarks as to the delay in 
Chancery Division. It was the way to make the whole procedure 


the Court of Chancery utter] he = per 
Mr. Cranzncs Harcourt (Lon referred to the subject of 
County Courts. 


He said that a resolution had been by the County Court Committes 
whieh, bad bees See by the Council to the effect that in 
future every tiff should have the right to have an * 3 breach 
of . > not exceed 
£100, tried in the county court. As things stood at the present time these 
actions could net be brought in the county court. He ventured to say 
there was no clase of action which, wes subject to suck alvuse as actions £6 
slander and libel, and to give to county court, with a jury composed 
haps of five small tradesmen, power to 
might be most vital to a man’s honour, i 
able. It was admitted that the business in the Queen’s 
was in an eminently satisfactory condition. Why, then, should they 
important actions to a tribunal established 

small debts? He heard Mr. Munton some years 
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urisdiction, and he mad cellen h represen’ barrister, ’ 
—— He ventared to think that Mr. unton did not st that time = We thought nen tps very tame a cee. —9 — 


think that things would go so far. If the stion were put forward by 
the Council and was taken up by the press and carried through, solicitors 
individually and their clients would be depriving themselves of one of the 
rights they at present enjoyed—namely, the right to have actions of this 
class tried in the High Court, 

Mr. Parker said that the delay in Chancery proceedings was due to 
the inherent defects in the procedure which required reform. It was 
answerable for a great deal of the delay. At the same time they might 
go from one extreme to the other. In the Queen’s Bench Division there 
was serious 

Dancer or CurtTattinc Procepure 


too much. If the procedure in Chancery required curtailing it did not 
need it to the extent adopted in the Queen’s Bench. The Commercial 
court was a most breathless court. A plaintiff could not even issue a writ 
unless he was ready to go to trial. It was much too rapid. The Chancery 
ure was not wholly open to the censure passed upon it by Mr. 
imber, for many an action could be tried on a short motion and could 
disposed of. 


Mr. R. W. Drsprn (London) did not agree that the procedure was 
responsible for the delay. Procedure was at an end when the action was 
set down. What Mr. Kimber complained of very justly was that when 
everybody was ready they had to wait six or nine months or more before 
the cause could be heard. 


Mr. Munrton, in reply to the remarks of Mr. Harcourt, said that a very 
strong committee, nearly thirty in number, had after much consideration 
come to the conclusion that actions for libel, slander, and breach of 
promise of marriage where the damages claimed did not exceed £100 
might very fairly go to the county court. It had been often said that 
a, large part of the time of the High Court was taken up in trying 

issues, and it was thought better under all the circumstances that 
it should be recommended that these should be remitted to the county 
court. With regard to the paper to which Mr. Harcourt referred, and 
which was read by him (Mr. Munton) nearly twenty years ago, it was 
to the effect that county courts as they gradually approached the work 
of the High Court might well be made branches of the —— He adhered 
to that opinion and should the members express a desire to have the 
question ussed again he would take care that it should have a hearing 
on whichever side of the table he should be sitting. 

Mr. Conen agreed with Mr. Munton with regard to the necessity of 
enlarging county court jurisdiction. There were constantly breach of 
promise actions in the High Court and actions for libel and slander which 
were of a very trivial kind. Very often, nowadays, a solicitor felt that he 
could not bring an action because the damages he could claim were so 
trifling that he was not justified in taking up the time of the High Court 
judge and jury and of submitting himself to the snubbing he might 
receive. Therefore he wished every success to the proposition to extend 
the county court jurisdiction as suggested. But the question of a small 
increase of the costs to be allowed to the practitioner should be con- 
sidered. The extended jurisdiction would ease the block in the Chancery 
Division, which would fade away without the necessity of appointing new 
judges. The subject of the Queen’s Bench Division was a far more 
serious matter, because although in the Chancery Division justice was 
delayed, it was obtained eventually. This was not so in the Queen’s 
Bench Division, for often when the action came on for trial counsel was 
unable to attend. A list should be published so many days before the 
hearing, and one should be able to bind one’s counsel to attend. More 
injustice was done to-day because counsel did not attend than from any 
other cause. That was what disgusted the public with the trial of causes 
and made many refrain from going to law, because they say, ‘‘ We pay 
po age to counsel, and they do not attend.’’ This was a question upon 
w the bar and solicitors must be at variance. It touched the pockets 
of the bar, but it affected the colicitors to a considerable extent and the 
public beyond measure. 

Mr. Grivuam Keen (London) observed that the report stated with 
regard to county courts that ‘‘the committee have still under considera- 
tion a scale of costs, which may be recommended if a suitable opportunity 
arises.” He said the committee had given most careful consideration 
to the scale, and had a draft scale of county court costs they had prepared 
which they believed would meet the reasonable requirements of the pro- 
fession if it should be carried through. He had sat upon the committee 
and knew what was being done. The members of the committee had 
devoted themselves to the subject in a most exemplary way, and the work 
had been very hard. 

The Prestpent: With reference to Mr. Kimber’s<and Mr. Cohen’s 
remarks it may be useful if the Legal Procedure Committee, which deals 
with such subjects, were to endeavour to obtain some statistics as to the 
number of cases from time to time so as to strengthen the hands of the 
authorities in the way Mr. Kimber desires. Mr. Ford referred to a 
teaching university. I have already said the society is by no means 
hostile to the project, and would like to see it carried out. A report of 
the Examination Committee was adopted by the Council on the 8th inst., 
too late to be circulated with the report, and it contains some useful infor- 
mation on the subject of a teaching university. Any member of the 
society can obtain a copy by applying to the secretary. The report of 

the Parliamentary Committee on Money-lending kas also been published 
within the last few days, and to a large extent it adopts the suggestions 
which were made in the report which we sent tothe chairman of the 
committee. You will notice in our report one little success we have 
obtained, and that is the expunging from the Taxes Management Act of 
the section prohibiting any party to appeals before Commissioners of 








The report as amended was then adopted. 

A vote of thanks to the President, which was moved by Mr. Forp, not 
only for his conduct in the chair but for his valuable services during the 
past twelve months, was carried with loud applause, and 

The Pxestpenr having briefly returned thanks, the proceedings 
terminated. 








LEGAL NEWS. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 

During the re-building of the effices of Messrs. Clapham, Fitch, & Oo., 
solicitors, of 15, Devonshire-square, Bishopsgate, Loadon, the firm have 
temporarily removed to offices in the adjoining house, No. 14, Devonshire. 
square. 





GENERAL, 


The Lockwood Memorial is to consist of the endowment of a child’s cot 
in the London Hospital, to be named after Sir Frank Lockwood, a portrait 
of Sir Frank Lockwood to be eventually offered to the trustees of the 
National Portrait Gallery, a stained glass memorial window in York 
Minster, a memorial brass in St. Margaret’s Church, Westminster, anda 
portrait of Sir Frank Lockwood to be presented to Lady Lockwood. 


It the House of Commons, on the 15th inst., Captain Pretyman asked 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, in view of the extreme incon- 
venience caused by the present uncertainty as to whether estate duty 
would be payable upon interests which had been alienated during life- 
time, there was any probability that the gong Be the appeal in the 
Beach case before the House of Lords would be fixed for an early date, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer said: Of course it does not rest with me 
to fix the date of the hearing of this case. I do not suppose it is likely 
to be heard before the November sittings; but certainly the Crown would 
desire that the matter should be decided as soon as possible. Mr. James 
Lowther asked whether the right hon. tleman could say whether in 
the meantime any attempt would be made t» levy the duty. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said that it had already been stated that the duty 
would be levied in every case, but that notice would be given to those 
who had to pay that the duty so levied would be returned if the House of 
Lords decided against the Exchequer. 


In the House of Commons on the 18th inst. Mr. Geige asked the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer if his attention had been drawn to the following 
case : A. B. died in January last, leaving a large sum of money to his 
nephew, C. D., on his attaining the age of twenty-one (which he will do 
in Uctober), but in the event of his dy under age the money is to go 
to three other persons, the share of one of those persons being directed 
to be settled. Estate duty on A. B.’s death is being paid. If O. D. lives 
to October next no part of the money will be settled, and if he dies in 
November estate duty will be again paid on the whole sum; but the 
Controller of Inland Revenue has claimed settlement estate duty also in 
respect of one-third of the amount, on the ground that it is contingently 
settled ;- and whether, in view of the fact that the injustice of this claim 
had been recognized by him, and prevented in the cases of persons 
dying after the 1st of July, the day on which the Finance Act, 1898, com- 
menced, he would give directions that the claim should not be enforced 
in such cases. The Chancellor of the Exchequer said: Section 14 of the 
Finance Act of this year was intended to meet cases such as that put by 
the hon. member. But it applies only in the case of deaths occurring 
after the commencement of the Act, and I cannot give directions which 
would make it retrospective. 


At the Dolgelly Aseizes last week, before Mr. Justive Wills, says the 
Times, the case of Evans v. Simner was tried by the learned judge without 
a jury. The plaintiff's claim was for £575, the value of 460 Welsh 
mountain sheep. The evidence disclosed the fact that these small sheep 
have a much higher value as a flock on the mountains than when sold ats 
fair. The plaintiff was tenant of a farm called Brynmeurig, near Arth 
and was given notice by Miss Simner, the defendant, to quit in Marc 
last. One of the conditions of his tenancy was that on the expiration of 
it by notice, or otherwise, the flock of sheep was to be taken over by 
valuation either by the incoming tenant or by the landlord. The value of 
the sheep was fixed by the arbitrators at 25s. a head, and it was admitted 
that in a fair 16s. a head would have been a good price forthem. From 
the evidence it appeared that — this farm, as upon all Welsh mountain 
farms, there are no fences on the Soe and that the sheep bred 
upon a particular run know their own boundaries and keep to them, that 
it takes them from three to four years to become thoroughly settled on the 
run, and that sheep bred on the run thrive much better than fresh ones 
brought on from another farm. Shepherds are almost unknown on the 
Welsh hills, one man looking after the flocks on several farms. His 
lordship held that the price as fixed by the arbitrators was a reasonable 
one, and that the custom to place an enhanced value on a flock of sheep 
thoroughly established on a farm and sheep run was also a reason- 
able one. 


The Clitheroe Estate Co. (Limited) has been formed, with a nominal 
share capital of 20,000 4} per cent. cumulative preference shares of £5 
each, and 100,000 ord 
company consists of the Clit Estate, in the county of ter. 
bulk of the income is derived from rents and royalties paid by lessees of 
the coal mines and of the stone and other quarries, brick and shale works, 
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aot f from chief and other rents, and from fees, fines, and other moneys 
derived from the im t manorial rights of the honour of Clitheroe. The 
oe p is an extract from the hr doted ti : ** The estate forms part of the 
under the will ted the 8th of August, 1883, of the 
—ã— Noble Walter Francis, Duke of Buccleuch end Queensberry, K.G., 
who eettled the Clitheroe Estate, subject to certain family therein 
mentioned, upon his second son, now Lord Mon of "Bea u, one of 
the directors of this company, and Lord Montagu’s first and other sons in 
tail male, with remainders over. To provide for the family c , and 
for other reasons, Lord Montagu of Beaulieu and his eldest son, the Hon. 
John Scott mre also a director of this company, who had previously 
barred the entail, have decided to form this company, for the purpose of 
acquiring the Clitheroe Estate, free from all charges except those to be 
presently mentioned, at the price of £425,000, payable as to £225,000 in 
uy and as to £200, 000 in fully-paid shares of the company.”’ 





Tusz Governor and Company of the Bank of England announce the issue 
of £1,000,000 Bi ham Corporation 2} per Cent. Stock. Tenders for it 
will be received at the chief cashier’s office up to two p.m. on Tuesday 
next. No price will be accepted below 91 per cent. The stock is redeem- 
able at par after July 26, 1926, on one year’s notice. 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Reoistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Appzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
* No. 2. Norra. Srreuixe. 
Monday, July ... 25 Mr. Beal Mr. Jackeon Mr. Pugh 
RR Leach Carrip: Lavie 
Wednesday Beal Jackson Pugh 
Thursday ...... Leach Carrington Lavie 
Friday ......... Beal Jackson Pugh 
BatUrday ...................... Leach Carrington Lavie 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewicu. Romer. Bryans. 
Mr. King Mr. Godfrey Mr. Pemberton 
Farmer Rolt Ward 
i Pemberton 
Farmer Rolt Ward 
King Godfrey Pemberton 
Farmer Rolt ‘ard 


THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


July 25.—Messrs. Rodxns, Caarmay, & Taomas, at the Mart, at 2: Freeholds.—Wands- 
worth, St. John’s-hill-grove, producin; £138 annum ; Selhurst, Princess-road, 
let at £121 r apnum. Leaseholds. — Kentish wn, Bartholomew-road, producing 
£460 annu: | ae iow ton, let at hg *y annum West Brom let * £40 

annum ; ent’s Par cess-Fo: a! per annum ico, bury- 
crest, mum. eg £278 A annum. Freehold Ground-rents.—W: ‘Wandsworth, amount- 
ing to £8 £48 snnually olicitors, Messrs. Lewin & Co., London. (See advertisement, 
at the Mart, at 2, 


July 26 — Depennam, Tewson, Farmer, & BripGewarer, 
Freehold Property in Pariiament-street, — — Home Office, ha 
of over 25ft. and depth of 90ft., just vacated b —— —— 
Solicitors, Messrs. wer, Cotton, & Bower, Ground 
amounting to £262 per annum secured = Private Oe oy a fully-licensed 
Public-house, Shops, &c., at Brixton and Dulwich, with reversion to the rack- 
rents in 52 to 87 years. Solicitors, ae Miller, Smith, & Bell, London. (See 
advertisements, this week, back pege.) 

July 26.—Messrs. En.oarrt, at the M at 12, Freehold Premiees, 21 and 22, Gerrard- 
street, Soho, — Ss two Dwelling-houses and at Lag workshops in the rear; 
let on lease at £190, six years to run from ; possession could be 
arranged. Solicitors, Messrs. Meredith, — ——— 1238 London. (See advertise- 
ment, this week, p. 4.) 

July 28. —Messrs. Depennam, Tewsoy, Fanuen, & 3* at the Mart, * 2, the 
important Freehold Corner Property, No. 211, er ee og et oto isham, with com- 





manding frontages; let at £67 per annum on — — = oS the 
urchager will be entitled to posstreion — the reversion to buil licitors, 
Lon cn. 


esers. Sole, Turner, & Knight, See advertisement, July * * 3. * 

July 28.—Meesrs. J. A. & W. Tuarr, at the ‘eats at 2, old Ground-rents of £36 per 
annum secured uj 6 Private Residences in To! jicitors, Messrs, Hep- 
worth & Co, London. (See advertisement, this week, p. 4. ) 

RESULTS OF SALES. 
Sate or Reversions anp Lire Poxicizs. 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrizvp held their usual a sale of the above 
interests at the Mart, E.C., on Th last, when nearly all of the lots off were 
sold, the total realized being £31,085. Among the lots sold were the following : 


REVERSIONS: 
Absolute to One-third of £173 East Indian ome — Class z 
B; life 65 .. Bold 1,080 
Absolute to £2,091 188, 24. New © onsols ; life 49... ove oo op 920 
Atsolute to Eight-forty-ninths of about £30,457 ; » 2,920 
— to One-fifth * £30,986 15s. — — ‘hi per r Cent. ‘Bock; — 
64 oo ” ’ 
Absolute to £3, 950 ; life » 2,426 
Absolute to £4, 906 188. india 3 F Cent. ‘Bock and £1, 959 198. 8d. 
India 3} per Cent. Stock ; ‘ oo =. 6400 
Absolute to £3,975; life 85 - « 
sun of £14,061 Is. 9d. India 3} per Cent. Stock ; life 57. » 2,700 
Endowment for £7,000; life 47; payable in 1906 or previous death... ,, 2,800 
Endowment for £9,000; life 55; payable at 65 or previous death ... ,, 2, 4 


For £3,000 ; life 55 

Meesrs. DEBENHAM, Tewson, Famer, & Buivcewarer, sold at the Mart onthe th 
inst., the Freehold Shops and Premises numbered 175, 177, 179, and 181, Oxford-street, in 
the occupation of Messrs. 8. J. , Waring & Sons (on a2 years’ lease) at a rental £2,120 
per annum for £62,550. Mason’s Hall Tavern was bought in at £35,000, and has since 

een sold by xr contract. 

Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore contributed £4,360 to last Thursday’ 8 total at the Mart. 
They obtained £ £440 for a house in Cawley-road, Victoria-; 1,055 for three houses 
in Leopold-street, Burdett-road ; and £700 for 15 and 17, —— Stepney (freehold), 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fatvay, July 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoorep m.Cuanozry. 


Avencony Reers, Luurep—By an 7 made by wae, J., dated June 17, it was 
ordered that the volun’ wees > of the company be continued. Wyatt & Co, 


Clement’s inn, Strand, solors 

Drascr Puoto Exanavixo Co, ge on mm ha ——2 on or before Aug 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. 

H. Gouldie Wilson, 2, Basinghall avenue. Btanley & Co, Livdgate hill, solore to liqui- 


Fenro Soptcu Co, Limren—Petn for presented July 14, directed to be be pe 
Bail —2*— for pet 


on July 27. lie & Co, George “= 
A —— oa x a a before Ang 30, t0 ond thele 

ARD STONE Uo. MITED debts 

ta igh at, and addresses, and fn Ey FE Fm 


Hoorer Brorness, Linrrep—Petn for esented July 11, directed to bs 
heard on Wednesday, gay 27. ——— @0, Castle-street, a, 
solor for the —— ice of — must reach the pn not later 
six o’clock in iene of July 26 

Joux Berrie, — — are required, on before o> Bet. 8, to send in their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims Bernado Thomas 
Crew, Leadenhall-buil Leadenhall-street. Wiliams & Neville, Winchester 


House, solors fur the li 
Tae Kent Freeso.p ROPRRTY INVESTMENT Corporation, Limrrso—Creditors are 
——— Aug. et tea cir pamen and ddreames, and particular 


ofthe debts d claims, to Francis H. 


Naw Loxpox 4x0 eee hy Ouxivus Stee for ny Beran d July 
. u w-inn, solor for —— 
Notice of a) must —— o'clock ia the after 
— — Co, Lr Petn f wt directed to be 
MONA CHEMICAL MITED— ‘or winding , 
heard at Manchester on Jul: tly & and adjourged unt July 25 at s Hal), 
eee. Cunliffes & , 56, Brown st, Manchester, solors or peta. ‘otice of 
must reach the above-named not later than 2 o'clock in the afternoon of 


— Miyes Oze Repucrion Co, Liurrsp—By an eter, made by Byrne, J., dated 
yo ad A ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued, 


London Gasette.—Tvurspay, July 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANISS. 


Luorep iu 
Awnoio-ScorTiayn — Xi Luuitep (1x —— —3 . + = are required, 
on or before Aug 27 their 
debts or claims, to Taj EH — et ot 
— Conga, Carne’s —— Co, Luarep—Petn for winding . yee presented July 
6, directed to be heard on July 27 inn, st, solors tor 


Terry & 17, eants’ 
petners Not Notice of appearing mst reach the ane as later than 6 o’clock in 


Cunome Mines Go. ay + EE for winding presented July 15, directed to be 
—— yd —E Se 61, Curey st, for petner Notice of 
must reach e-named not later later than 6 o’clock in the ao yo July 26 
Cowrsr-Co.es Tagg — Synpicats, —— 
before Aug 16, to send their names and the particulars of their debts or 
» te — Lowry, Bank house, = Daniell & Thomas, Cam- 
solors 
Frank Gives, ——— for winding July 12, directed to be heard on 
July 27. Kedd Co, 9, pea — rcloes for the petner, Notice of appearing 
must reach th wy FALE not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 26 
Heavy Wooten Distaict Parent Rao Distxrector Co, es ore 


to E Brearley, 

Batley, solor to the liquidator 
— ae Oo, Liarrsp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 8, to cred thats anne 
resses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Whitaker, 


—— 

AMcCoxxixi. & Co, LinrreD =Creditors are required, on or ae sag 3 3 to send their 
Dames and adi the particulars of their debts or yg Jobn Wanklyn 
ee , 90, Henry st, —* Manchester Addleshaw & Co, ester, solors to 

iquidator 

N C Exptoration SynvicitE, Lantrxo, -Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
send their names and — Edy y- 4 ff 5'- 
James Moncrieff Wilson, 15, Gt St Helens 

Scarsorover Launpry Axb Wasutxe Co, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 31, to send their names and and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
—— — Ah ‘Westbourne , Scarborough W & W 8 Drawbridge, Scar- 


Sout — —— Muacanrns Co, —— Cults are required, on or before aug 15, 
to send their names and | the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Keen, 3, Charch ct, Old Jewry 

Sreamsnir Iwsvrayce Sy NDICATR, Limirep—Creditors - ——— on or before At 29, 
to send their names and ad and debis or claims, to 

"s alley, Coral 
uired, on or before nwt 3, 


Goddard, St. Michael’s House, St. 
WAatsatt hevucesunnr | Syxpicate, Lut are req 
to ir names i me er their debts or claims, to 
——— Edward Ward, 18, New st, Birmingham. Butlin, Birmingham, solor for 
iq 
Waexnam Marxer Hatt Co, arom g A — oon seqaioal. on or before my & 31, to 
and addresses, and their debts or claims, to John 


send in their names 
—,, Bury, 9, Temple row, Wrexham, _—.s get Wrexham, solors t> the 
iq 

Ustonrep 1x CHancery. 

Barrien Acapemy or Crvit anp Mixine Evxornezrs—Petn for visting 4 —— July 
13, directed to be heard July 27. Dade & Co, 100, London Wall. ing 
must reach the above-i not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of J 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
BroxnamM Ovp Fatenpty Socrsry, Joinery’ p Beary, Oxford July 13 
Bovey Tracey Beyerit Society, Bovey ——— 


Bury Sr Epuvuwp’s Forrrat SS 55 Bury 8t Bury i Bdmands, Soo Suffolk July 8 

Ones = Risina Sux, Juvenile Foresters Friend) y — Gunletent 
Kivels beh sel * Buaia Toxriux Bexerir Society, King’s Head Hotel, Wrexham, 
Natiowar 5 ~ 5 pe Sick anp Buntar Fatenpty Society, Boyd Institute, Tidal Basin, 


uly 1 
Sussex ‘us hen anp EquitaBLe Perxtayent Buripixa Society, 2, Osborne st, Hove , 
Sussex. July 13 








Warnixe To rvtenpinc Hovse Purcuasers AnD Less#es.—Before pur- 
— or rentin ees: a honse, have the Sanitary ts Soe 


a eee os 
ry 8 ——— — on Expert quoted on ae of ot full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)—-[Apvr.] 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gasette.—Faivay, July 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baxer, Tuomas. Harrogate, Cab Driver York Pet 
July12 Ord July 12 

Bouirmore, Witttam, Deeping St Nicholas, a Farmer 
Peterborough Pet July 13 Ord July 13 

Bases, as — Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet July 


— pea Joiner Kendal 





Bu mows — 383 
Pet J 


uly 13 Ord July 
Deva7retp, Danter on why Paignton, 8 Devon, Stonemason 
PI Pet July 11 OrdJuly 11 


Douscax, Tuomas Tayvor, Great ———— Great Yar- 
mouth Pet July 12 Ord July 

Foruæen, Farpericr, Wevendom,” Kent Canterbury Pet 
June23 Ord July 9 

Gator, Witiiam Axsert, Poole, Dorset, Builder Poole 
Pet July11 Ord July 11 

Hancock, Gronae, Aberfan, Merthyr vile — Builder 
Merthyr Tydfil PetJuly 5 Ord Jul 

Ho.uertos, Exxest, Moss Side, Lancs, — Salford 
Pet June 27 Ord July 1 

Horewsrwt, Wittiam Warsoyx, and James Davey Dare, 
Nottingham, Lace Manufacturers Nottingham Pet 
July 13 Ord July 13 

Jaxroip, Taomas, Whitlan — — Miller Pem- 
broke Dock Pet July 7 ’ Ord July 12 

Kiuvixetox, HAxxau Ecizaseta, Great Grimsby Great 
Grims Pet July 12 Ord — 

LaAXxix, ICHARD, Loose, nr ~ pee Bootmaker 
Maidstone Pet July12 Ord Jul 

Lovick, Samuvet Anruun, Walsall, 
Walsall Pet July 11 Ord July 11 

MacLazay, St Crate Avan James, Norfolk st, Park lane 
High Court Pet June 22 Ord July 13 

Massey, Grorce Jaues, — per Canterbury 
Pet July 11 Ord July 1 

Nvueest, Cravp, ary ey “club Manager High Court 

Pet June 23 Pet a fi 
— — Walsall, Draper‘ Walsall Pet July 9 


— Manufacturer 


Ord 
Ort. Piast, — House Decorator Plymouth Pet 


Paar, eo Epwarp, "seston Moss, nr — — School- 
master Preston Pet July11 Ord July 

BSexion, Eowarp, Norton, nr Doncaster, Butcher Sheffield 
Pet July 12 Ord July 12 

Suits, Hart, Middlesborough, — ~ aah Proprietor 
Stockton on Tees Pet Julyii Ord Ju 

—— Tirus, Bolton, Carter Bolton Pet July 18 Ord 


yl 

TAyor, Tom, Rochester row, Westminster Draper High 
Court Pet July11 Ord "July 11 

Taoxuas, Grauam, Pontardulais, Glam, Paint«r Swansea Pet 
July 13 Ord July 13 

— Roseat Aupert, Howden, Hoek, Mother King- 

—— Hull Pet July13 Ord July 
Turrets, orGe, Kingswood, nr Bristol, General Dealer 
Pet July 12 Ord July 12 

— Frepenick Artavs, Perranporth, Cornwall, 
General Merchant Truro PetJulyit Ord July 11 

Tarr, Ropert Hewry, Hexton, Hertford Luton Pet 
July 12 Ord July 12 

Turwen, Haney, Hillsborough, mr Sheffield, Painter 
Sheffield Pet July11 Orda July 11 

Viosoies, Cuartes Avcustus, Upper George st, Bryan- 
— ods Stockbroker High Court Pet April23 Ord 


was. Lavi, W West 7* on Sea, Artist Canterbury Pet 
May 12 

WALker, —— ‘Gvereun, and Solouox WALKER, 
Worcester, Spade ———— Stourbridge Pet 
July 11 Ord July 1 

Scott, James, West Hartlepool, Clerk Sunderland Pet 
July 12 Ord July 12 

Wareruay, Tuomas, Ipswich Ipswich Pet July 11 
Ord July 11 

Wueatcrort, Tuomas Ropert, Coventry, Grocer Coventry 
Pet July 13 Ord July 13 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 24: 


Goopmay, Epwasp Avprey, _—_, Theatre Proprietor 
Bristol Pet June 14 Ord June 2 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Axpzrsox, Jonn Wiit1am, Cowpen Quay, nr Blyth, Grocer 
July 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


Tyne 

Baxer, Tuomas, Harrogate,Cab Driver July 27 at 12.15 

Rec, 28, Stonegate, Yock 

Bett, Wituiam, Scotby, nr Carlisle, Railway Ticket 
Collector July 26 at 3 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, 
Carlisle 

Crort, Tuomas Samvet, Carlton, Notts, Manufacturin, 
Confectioner July 22 at 12 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, 
Park st, —— 

Dawser, Hexry Wiitiamsoy, Worksop, Notts Aug 4 
at12 Off Rec, Lincoln 

Devarie.p, Dasigu James, Paignton, Devon, Stonemason 
July 22at11 Off ,6, Athenreum ter, Plymouth 

Foutps, Roperiox Matairsox, Aldersgate st, Licensed 
Victualler July 22 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Futver, Frevericx, Faversham, Kent Aug 4 at 9.30 
Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 

Gove, Josern, Salford, Lancs, Paint r July 22 at 2.30 
Off , Byrom st, Manchester 

Haut, Samve JERVIS, Caldicott, Mon, Oil Merchant July 
% at 2.90 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, 


Mon 
J Samet, Longford st, Regent’s Park, Commercial 
Traveller July 25 at 12 Ban ruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Hextasie, Tuomas he any Clapham rd, Clerk July 25 


| Orie, Fraxx, Plymouth, House Decorator July 25 at 11 


Jarvis, Gzoncs, Thornton Heath, 


Victualler July 25 at 2.30 Bankry 7 Bldgs, Carey 

JELLIC ~ James AnxTuoxy, anlar uly 
22 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Jort, Freeman Gaerse, Newington causeway July 22 at 

Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Joyves, Harry V — Pimlico, Fruit Broker July 22 at 
12 ag . Carey st 

Larry, Ricnarp, Loose, nr Maidstone, Bootmaker Aug 3 
at 11 Off Ree, 9, c, 9, King st, st, Maidstone 

Mitner, Joux, Leeds July 25 at 11 ‘On Rec, 22, Park 
row, Leeds 

Mouxratx, Josera, New Wortley, Leeds, Hackle Maker 
July 25at3 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Nicuovas, Mary Awyns, Cheshunt, Herts, Corn Dealer 
July 22 at 2 Off Ree, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple 
avenue 


Off Rec, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Perers, Joux, Hereford, Tailor July 22 at 2.30 2, Offa st, 
Hereford 

— Joux, Nantymoel, Glam, Grocer July 25 at 11 

Off Ree, , Queen st, Cardiff 

Proc “> Witttam, Mason’s Arms, Leeds July 25 at 12 
Oft Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Ricuarps, Evaw Paic z, Mountain Ash, Tailor July 25 at 
12 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Sampson Baoruers, Canton, Bakers July 25 at 11.20 Off 
Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Suarr, James, Silloth, Cumberland, Photographer July 
26 at 3.30 Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, ‘Carlisle 

Srrers, ALFaRep, Kinver, Stafford, Grocer July 22 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Symonps, Wii, Ryn ig rd — Cycle Agent July 
22at3 65, rthyr — 

Tatz, Eowanb. unslet, I yer July 25 at 12.30 
Of Rec, 22, Park —— 

Tayor, Tom, Rochester row, Westminster, Draper July 
25 at 2.30 eee ldgs, Carey st 

— ate, Mary, St Al Hertford, Saddler July 26 

t3 Of , 95, Temple chmbrs, Templ eav 

en. James Geauam, Swansea, — * July 
22ati2 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swanse 

Witsoy, Josern, Warrington, Glass Dealer ely 22 at3 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apvpisox, Ropsrt, St Ermin’s mansions, Westminster 
High Court Pet April 22 Ord July 12 

Baxer, Tuomas, Harrogate, Cab Driver York Pet July 
12 Ord J uly 12 

Bennett, Joseru, Oldham, Farmer Oldham Pet July 2 
Ord July 13 

Bexsinctos, Henne — ven. Manager 
Walsall Pet June 24 Ord =a 

Baownssg, Cuawortn Ricwarp ELLESLEY, Newington 
causeway, Licensed Victualler High Court Pet June 
13 Pet uly ll 

Butiimore, WittiaM, Deeping St — — Farmer 
Peterborough Pet July13 Ord July 

Burke. James Joseru, Leeds, Grocer AWA Pet July 12 
Ord July 12 

Burrow, Paci, yee, nant, Joiner Kendal 
Pet July 13 Ord July 13 

Daisy, Jonw Luswetiyy, Oswaldtwistle, Sone, Beer 

Retailer Blackburn Pet May21 Ord Jul 

Devarietp, Dayiet James, pM gy Devon, . 
Plymouth Pet July 11 July 11 

Duycay, Tuomas Tarion, or — Great Yar- 

mouth Pet July 12 Ord J 

Foutps, Roperick * By / st, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet June9 Ord July 11 

Futter, Frepericx, Faversham, Kent Canterbury Pet 
June 23 Ord July 11 

Gattop, Wittiam Aubert, Poole, Builder Poole Pet 
July 11 Ord July 11 

Hau, Samus. Jervis, — Mon Newport, Mon 
Pet April 29 Ord July 13 

Kityrsetoyx, Haxyan Evizapera, — Grimsby Great 
Grimsby PetJuly12 Ord Jul 23 

Laexix, Ricuarp, Loose, nor <7" Bootmaker 
Maidstone PetJuly 12 Ord July 1% 

Lovick, Samuvet Agtuvr, Walsall, Ae Manufacturer 
Walsall Pet July11 Ord July ll 

McKerrow, Gavix, Seacombe — Scotch Draper 
Liverpool Pet May 16 Ord July 11 

McPaatt, —2* Rosixsox, Liverpool, Chemical Broker 
Liv et May 19 Ord Jaly 13 

Massty, Grorcs y fmm Canterbury, Draper Canterbury 
Pet July 11 Ord July 11 

Merron, Josern Sipyey, St Martin’s ct, Leicester a4, So- 
licitor High Court Pet March 17 ‘Ord July 12 

Moore, sone. —— Ironmonger High Court Pet 
June9 Ord J JPee 

Nicuous, Ropert > Kendal, Innkeeper Kendal 
Pet July7 Ord Jal 

OakLEy, — Walsall, Draper Walsall Pet July 9 





Ord 
Oriz, Faaxi, tems House Decorator Plymouth Pet 
July 6 Ord July 12 
— Ma — ster Manchester Pet May25 Ord 
1 


y il 
Scort, James, West —— Clerk Sunderland Pet 
July 12 Ord July 12 
Sesion, Epwarp, Norton, a _ Dencorier, Butcher Sheffield 
Pet June ll Ord Jul 
Swira, Hatt, Middlestoroug h, Newspaper Proprietor 
Stockton on Tees Pet July 11 Ord uly 11 
Srrers, Avrrep, Stafford, Kinvers, Grocer Stowmbridge 
Pet June 14 Ord July 12 
Stewart, Josern, Liverpool, Grocer Livergzool Pet 
April 22 Ord July 12 
—— Titus, Bolton Pet July 18 Ord 
uly 1 
Tayos, Tou, Rochester ope, Westenlaster, Draper High 
Court Pet July 11 Ord July 11 
—— Grauam, Pontardulais, Glam, Painter Swansea 
et July 18 Ord July 13 


Waseem a gy Boge EPHEN, oo fe Sotomon Was 
orcester, ee J Manufacturers Stourbri ridge Pal 
July 11 Ord ‘uly 12 


yl 
Pet July 18 Ord July 13 


London Gasette.—Turspar, July 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 
Beu, James ——— Carautnueas, John st, 
row, Archi bh Court Pet June 20 Ord jana July 4 
Bexxevey, — An, Welling, Kent, , Hay Mae 
chant Rochester Pet July 13 Ord July 1 
Biacxsurse, THomas, Barmouth, Merionsthe, Engineer 
Aberysstwith Pet June 27 Ord Jul yi5 
Buxassy, James Ropert, ——. Leeds, Carting Agent 
Leeds Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Boorn, Mavaice, Dewsbury, Traveller Dewsbury Py 
July 16 Ord July 16 
Caapmay, Ava Sreruen Cieverctey, South Huish, 
Plymouth Pet Ju ei 5 Ord J uly 15 
CaupieicnH, Wiitiam James, West Kensington, Oil il aad 
Colourman High Court Pet July15 Ord jay 
CLoven, Atrgep, Angmering, Sussex, Coal Merchant 
Frighton Pet July 14 Ord July 14 
Cook, Josuvua, Barnard Castle, Durham, Decoratiyg 
Painter Stockton on Tees Pet July 14 Ord Jalyy 
Cory, Freperick Epwarp, East Dulwich, Bootmakg 
igh Court Pet July14 Ord July 14 
navel , Balham, Builder's Merchant’ Wandsworth Pe 
May 14 Ord July 
Dickens, Eowarp, Kidderminster, Grocer KidJerminste 
Pet Jul uly 12 Ord July 12 
ear ‘nomas, West yy Grocer West Brom. 
wich Pet July13 Ord July 13 
Evans, Tuomas, Chelsea, Provision Dealer High Court 
Pet May 26 Ord July 15 
Firzmavrice, D C M, aaa park High Court Pet 
April18 Ord July 15 
Foster, — Lowestoft, Smackowner Gt Yarmouth 
Pet Jul J 15 Ord July 15 
GCoobwix, Ricuarp, South 57 ate Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet June30 Ord July 
Hapixcuam, Joux We tts, Sa hdl —— Assistant 
Wandsworth Pet July 14 Ord July 14 
Hitt, Bes, Bootle, Lancs Liverpool Ord July 13 


Hovss, Atrrep Jous, Chilton Polden, —— Shoe- 
maker Bridgwater Pet July 14 Ord Jul 

Hvueues, Herserr, Birmingham, Dairymano —5 
Pet July 16 Oid July 16 

Hustier, ALBERT, —— York, Innkeeper Leeds Pe 
Pet June 29 Ord J 

Jacxsox, T A C, Caanoa * High Court Pet April u 
Ord July 15 

Jacoss, Samuet, Covent Garden Masieet, Fruiterer High 
Court Pet July 14 Ord July 1 

Joy, Geores, Ashford, — Builder Canterbury Pe 
July 15 Ord J my bes 

Levay, ALexanvEs, Shoreditch, Boot Manufacturer High 
Court PetJuly 15 Ord July 15 

Linvsay, Niget Crawrorp, Richmond Wandsworth 
Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Mipe.ey, Tom, 34 Arsistant Schoolmaster Burnley 
Pet July 14 


Patmer, Witu1am Ex ‘of, Walsall Walsall Pet June® 
Ord July 14 

Price, Witttam THomas Eowix, West Malling, Keat, 
Miller Maidstone Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Ricaarpsox, Joun Eowix, Leeds Leeds Pet July 


July 15 
Ropertson, Faspesice Tixpat, Rich 4 Wandswork 
Pet June10 Ord July7 

Ross, Joun Henry, —— — Tailor Lelcester Pt 
July 14 Ord July 1 

Smecp, Witiiam Eow an Harrow rd,Grocer HighCout 
Pet July7 Ord July 14 

storms, © Couiy, Stourbridge Dudley Pet July 15 Od 





715 

Sranpen, WILLIAM JAMES, —* ward’s Heath, Sussex, Fam 
Bailiff Brighton Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Sray, WILLIAM, ————— Butcher Fortsmouih 
June 3 Ord July 15 

Srruve, Witu1aM Pepvre, Darran, nr Neath, Mechanial 
Engineer High Court Pet May 17 Ord July 4 

Tay — —— Coventry, Fitter Coventry Pet dauy 

15 


y 

Tarvaskis, Witt1am Joux, Penzance, Cornwall, Comuie 
sion Agent Truro Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Tyson, Rosert, Barrow in Furness, Licensed Vi 
Ulverston "Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Wutxcor, Heyay Cuamsens, Birmingham, Contrada 
Bi ham Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

Wituiams, Jouy, , Tailor Cardiff Pet July B 
Ord July 13 


y 
Wittiamsoy, Cuartes Norais, Walton on = 
— Kingston, Surrey Pet July 16 
16 


Weinsamaen, 4 Hornsey rise High Court Pet June 
Ord July 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bagsenr, Derm, Altrincham, Plumber July 27 at 
Of Byrom st, Manchester 

Bagt.xer, Witttam, 8] Sparkbrook, Birmingham, Come 
Agent July 29at 11 174, Corporation st, Birminga) 

Beui, James Feeorniox Canruruens, John st, : 

$2 — — July 26 at 12 Bankraptey 


Jarey 8 
Beyyett, —— Oldham, Farmer July 26 atil @ 
, Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 
Beexerky, Tuomas Witutam, Welli Kent, Hay 
chant Aug 8 at 11.30 X Aigh h et’ Rochester 
Buecess, Anruve, Harbu: Warwick, * Jay 








at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


— Rosert phy Howden, York, Hatter 
Kingston upon Hull Pet July 13 Ord July 13 


27 at 12 Off Ree, 17, Hartford st, Coventry 






— 

7 6 Kingswood, nr Bristol, General 
ang AE ————— 
nr 4 

Shelfield Pet July 11 4 


—— Tuomas, Ipswich Ipswich Pet July 11 Om E- 
Waeartcrort, Tuomas —— Coventry, Gro:er Coventry ~ 


02 -.oo oe tt i a a ae 


Ss th ow 


Ka 









alter 

















ral Dede 
1, Polater 
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Ord Jul i“ 
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Pe 
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— — * — 3 Florist July 26 * 12 
Temple chm avenue 


(nf Rec, 95, 
CGuaruax, Avam Srepuex Curvertey, South —— 


Devon, Mason July 28atll 6, 
Cavorrien, Witiiam a ye — Kensington, Oil and 
DI y 
Colourman 


July 28 Bankruptcy bldgs, 

Cuoven, AL¥FrRep, on han. Ee Sussex, Coal Merchant 
July 27 at 12 Pavilion bilge, Brighton 

Cory, epeRick Epwarp, East Bootmaker 


July 26 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Davirs 5 Cardiff, Commission Agent Ju'y 29 at 11 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

tg nous, Chelsea. Provision Dealer July 26 at 2.30 
bidgs, Carey st 

——— — DWI, sq July 27 at 8 


Reo te Tatinnto Loni fen bage 
Prauicnice, D n Coe July 2 at 12 


—8 pera st 
Bapcoce, Gocorn, Shute Morten 19d Vale, Builder July 
27 at 
Hazuis, Myrr, pana, Leeds, Sli; Manufacturer 


July * 11 — fat or 4 Je 
Hapi.ey, ILLIAM Besry Vv ronmonger 
2% ati2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo , 
Hoiiextox, Ernest, Moss Side, ‘Lanes, Peel Plumber July 27 
at3 Off Byrom st, Manchester 
Hovsr, ALFaep Joan, Chilton Polden, Somersets, Shoe- 
maker July 27 atll W H Tamlyn, High st, Bridg- 
water 
——— Wa tres, Soothill, nr Batley, Yorks, Hotel 
July 27 at 3. 90, Off Ree, Batley 
me x, "> Gennen Hewry, B so Foon Butcher Aug 13 at 
2.30 O 


Ree, 14, Chapel st. 

Jacons, Samug., Covent Garden Mar! * Fruiterer July 
26at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, ¢ Carey st 

Jzyxixs, Joun Dawyiex, Lianfihangel —* Auctioneer 
July 28 at 11 Black Lion Hotel, Lamp: 

Joy, Groner, Ashford, Kent, Builder Aug yl at 9 Off 
Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 


Lavay, Atexanogr, Shoreditch, Boot Manufacturer 
July 97 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Massey, Grorce 22 Canterbury, Draper July 29 at | 


3.30 yoy = a! at 
Newmay, Epwix, Birmingham, Manager 
duly 27 at1l 174, qo ™ st, Birmin ham 
Nogmay, uses — Stratford, Cscle Manufacturer 
y st 
emai A ergy a 26 "at 11.30 2%, 


July 26 at uptey bl 

Paver, G, Winblea 
Railway @) "Thaden Bridge 

Peace, Bexsamin, Dewsbury, Auctioneer July 26 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Bank chbmbrs, Batley 

Pssxins, Epwarp Arravur, Chester, Hide po a July 
27 at4 ory chmbrs, Eastgate row, Ch 

Pyx Cuagir m, nr Nantwich, Batoher July 
29 at 10.30 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Saxxex, WittiaM, Birmingham, Money Lender July 28 
atll 174, ion st, Birmingham 

— Wattea Hevay, — King st, Norfolk” Farmer 

yde, 


30 at12 Off 8, 
—⸗ July 
mm st, Mi 


sun, try 5 on 
—— —— J. —— Hayward’s Heath & — Farm 


July 26 at 2 Young & Sons, Bank bidgs, 


Hastings 

Tay:ion, Samuet, Coventry, Fitter July 274611 Off Rec, 
17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Tav on, Titus, Bolton, Carter July 27 at 11 16, Wood 
at, 


Tuomas, Gaanam, Pontardulais, Glam, Painter July 26 at 
12 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Tippett, Groras, Kingswood, nr Bristol, General Dealer 
July 27 at 12” Off Kec, Baldwin st, Bristol 


‘Teemewan, Faspericx Argtuur, Perranporth, Cornwall, 
General Merchant July 26 at 12 Rec, Boscawen 
st, Truro 

Tuevasxis, Wittiam Jouy, Penzance, Cornwall, Com- 


— Agent July 28 ati2 Off Rec, wen st, 

ere anes, Hillsborough, nr Sheffield, Painter July 
27 a! On Ree, Figtres lane, Sheffield 

— Fe 4 Haydoe ck, Lanes, Grocer Jyly 28 at 2.20 
Off Rec, Byram st, Manchester 

Waxrens, Jauszs, St Elvis, Pembroke, Farmer July 28 et 
11 Castle Hotel, Haverford west 

Warmamax, Taomas, Ipswich Aug 26 at 10 Off Rec, 36, 
Princes st, Ipswich 


Wura 


Coventry, Grocer Jul a7 
at 11.30 7100 Om hen tr — ' 
Wiriaaaus, Joan, Cardiff, Tailor “jay 29 at 11.30 Off 

Ree, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 


Amended notices substituted for those published in the 
London Gazette of July 12 : 


Kitmistsr, CHares, Boot Maker July 19 at 3 


24, Railway app, 
Ww W: Borobridge, Yorks. Innkeeper Ju'y 
"91 at 12 15 Uff Ree, 28, Stonegate, York 2 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


— Wituram, Cardiff, Tea Dealer Cardiff Pet May 
Ord July 14 
— Vuiaaun, B6 's Club, Hanoversq High 
Pet May 19 Ord July 15 
Berxerey, Tuomas Westen, elling, Kent, Hay Mer- 
J Rosesr Haxelet, ‘Toots, Casting Agent 
ames Ropeat, 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Bonn, Witiiam, Joiner Sheffield Pet May 23 
Ord July 16 


y 

Boorn, Mavaice. Dewsbury, York, Traveller Dewsbury 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Cuapmay, Avam Srepuen Cievertev, South Huish, Devon, 
Mason Plymouth Pet July 15 Ord Julv 15 

Cuupieion, WitiraM — est Kensington, Oil and 
Colourmen High Court hg om 15 Ord July 15 


Br.gassy, 
ds 


Croucn., Atrerp, Angmering Coal Merchant 
ton Pet July 14 Ord Sealy 38 18 
Coox, Josuua, Barnard Durham, Decorative 
ter ——_ a Ps 14 Ord July 14 
wich, Bootmaker 


Cory, Freperick Epw. 
High Court Pet July 1: 14 ora July 14 

Dickens, Eowarp, Kidderminster, Grocer Kidderminster 
Pet July 12 Ord Jul 13 

Foster, James, Lowestoft, Smackowner Great Yarmouth 
Pet July 15 Ord July 15 

——— City rd High Court Pet May 10 Ord 

ly 15 

Haxsovox, Georcr, Merthyr Vale, o, Builder Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet July 5 Ord July 

| Hawkes, Gascoreye, B ranses, Bolicitor Swansea Pet 
April 21 —— 

Howusgatoy, Eewesr, ot Lancs, Plumber Salford 
Pet June 25 Ord Jul 





House, Auraep Jouy, ton Polden, 
maker water Pet July 14 wz 14 
Garden Mar vy ES 


Jacoss, Saxuxi, Covent 

Jor’ ——— — * 

oY BORGE, ury 
‘July 14 ‘Ord July 15 

Kixosmax, Eanrst Rowen, Newington Ord July 
V.ctuall-r High Court Pet ee we aie 

Levay. Avexanoer, Shoreditch, B 
Court Pet July 15 Ord Jul 

Linpsay, Nice, Crawrorp, Wandsworth 
Pet July 13 Ord July 15 

Me.or, Joux in Ord a Reopen, Retyuan, Liverpool 


Pet June 11 


Mupatey, Tom, B t Schoolmaster Burnley 
0. Bet Joly ——— th, General Dealer 
DELL, ALFRED James pug’ 
Leicester Pet July 4 Ord July 16 
Puituirs, Joux, Nantymoel, Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
— Ord July 14 


gst, Epvcar, Smethwick, Stafford, 
Brom Pet July 4 Ord July 14 
— —W æ— and Cuaries Baxter 
Hoang, K ames Kingston, Surrey Pet 


— pt Leeds Leeds Pet July 15 

uly 

Ross, Joun Hewry, Loughe rough, Tailor Leigester 
Pet July 13 Ord July 

Sampsos, Anruun, and ea * Cardiff, 
Bakers Cardiff Pet June 24 Ord Jul 


Grocer West 


Suerwoop, Tom, —* outh Pet 
June8 Ord July 
coms, James, Chelaca. Scab Proprietor High Court Pet 
June 17 Ord July 14 


— Corux, Stourbridge Dudley Pet July 15 Ord 


yl 
Brayory, ee James, Hayward’s Heath, Sussex, 
Farm Bailjf Brighton Pet July 14 Ord July 14 








EQUITY AND LAW 


LiEFrE aA SSUBRANOD SOOCIBTY. 


ESTABLISHED 


Funds exceed - 


1844. 


“= » 


£3,200,000. 


LONG-TERM POLICIES AT LOW RATES, with right to change 
to ordinary Assurances, thus giving 


THE CHEAPEST ASSURANCE PROCURABLE. 


Write for NEW PROSPECTUS, containing full information and other important 
SECRETARY, 18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON. 


alterations, to 





Amended notice substitut d for — 
London Gazette of July 12 


Wass Wi.uiau, Borobridge, York, — York 
Pet Jaly 7 Ord July 7 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 
Hymaw, Save, Chandelicr Manufacturer 
Birm ~\ yr 1838 ‘Azul J June 30, 1898 
—— * ’ Outfitter Shrews- 
bury Adjud Jan 2, 1806 Annul July 12 





Al; letters intended for publication in the 
“* Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


Subscription, PAYABLE [N ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. ; by Post, 28s. Sotrorrors’ JouRNAL, 
26s.; by Post, 28s. Volwmes bound at the 
office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 5s. 64. 

Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 





SUMMER LANGUOR. 
To the Editor of the Souicitors’ Jouau al. 
Sin,—In the warm summer weather when appetite fails, 


and bo ogy Fe TA —— 
more likely to destroy health and render the body liable to 
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[ned 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


July 23, 1898, 








—— sige lage 
versity, an: er - 
= all other inf os connected 1 
sent on application to the 

os-atreet, Strand, W.C. 


H. MONTAGUE MURRAY, M.D., Dean. 





TERMINABLE DEBENTURES. 


NATIONAL MORTGAGE AND AGENCY 


COMPANY OF NEW ZEALAND, LIMITED. | 


Chairman - - - H. R. GRENFELL, Esq. 
CAPITAL - - - £1,000,000. 
Called Up, £200,000. Uncalled, £800,000. 


The Company receives money on Debentures for five or 
seven years. Interest payable half-yearly by coupons 
attached to the Ronds. 


ae the Articles of Association the issue of Debentures 
restricted to the am unt of the un capital, and | 
a aun we Trust Deed, establishing a prefer- 
they re ec thereon for the holders, 
and full information as to the rates of 
may be obtained = the Manngcr, 8, Great 
‘Winchester-street, London, B.C 





QRst COMPANY’S 
CRUIRES by their 


Steamship “LUSITANIA,” 3,912 tans regiater, 


00) AGEN, WISB — 8ST, 
* PETERSBURG, BALTIC CANA 


* Leaving ‘eae 17th August, returning 14 


ST. NOP. the © MRA, 
—— ee 
Leaving London 20th Se ber, return’ — — 


ptrias hand, electric light, — — cuisine, &c, 
Managers: ze Gone 8 On Anderson, — — —* 


: Fenchureh-aven 
For passage — SoeT, © 
Ti, Cockwpar-tret 8. 
— a and ———— Clerk (26) 
, good’ al}- 


iat calidon in country fon sy goo references 


7 Ay “Solicitor ” Ottiee, "7, -lane, 


e latter firm at 6 a 
fo the Weet End Branch Off 








* Public Companies, Solicitors, and others 
requiring or small Suites of Offices in a central 
—— —— meng Walbrook.—To be Let in this 
with use of hydraulic passenger 
lift oor 6 —— oor—8 rooms and strong room ; 
Ground Floor—8 rooms; First Floor Front—6 rooms. 
‘Would be let as a whole, or in portions.— — to Messrs. 
Jongs, Lana, & Co., 3, King.street, Cheapette 
NEXPENSIVE SCHOOL for Sons 
* Gentlemen.—Over 560 have already been educa’ 
me me ponte bee pee A ern Fraduate masters: 


— 


gymrasium, diet, refer- Heed 
— — Address, Heapxaster, 








"PLEASURE 5 








EDE AND son., 


ROBE = MAKERS. 


BY ee —2— 
To Her  Hajeu, the hy ong of the 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law W: and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
erks, and Olerke of the Peace, 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gow: s. 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ESTABLISHED 1851. 


BIRKBECK BANE 


Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 








INVESTED FUNDS « = - £10,000,009. 
Number of Accounts, 85,094. 











| TWO per on 

| minimum month! balances, when not drawn below £100. 
STOCKS, 8 and ANNUITIES and 

sold for customers. 


eed DEPARTMENT. 
its received, and Interest allowed monthly on 


a - — 2 
The BIRKBBOK ALMANACK, with particulars, post 


VRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 


Telephone No. 6, Hotboan 
Telegraphic Address: “ Biaxpeck, Lonpow.” 


c COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 


— Bo ee en 


Bvery requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 








ght SORE a8 SEE EG & ⸗⸗ 
— nthe and ARTICLES yA =e nr 
pa ese euiue chisFtric OFFICIAL 

designed and executed. No for Sketche 

en Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & |, G0. 


Stationers, Printers, Engra 
49, FLEET-STREET, — $2 RO. «eo —— 
of Serjeante’-inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


Jog gn pat and LIFE INTERESTS 
me oe FUNDED PROPERTY or other 
ecuritien an PURCHASED, or 


LE 
———— —— — a 10, 
—— Waterloo Bridge, strand Established 
tal, £500,000. on Loans! may be capite, 


C. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, Secretaries. 








THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estas.iisueD 368 5}, 
Interests in and 
Life and Lafe Policies, 


— upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £616,595 E 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard, ad 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.c. 


Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL iwsvrance come 


toarep, FIRE, 
Established 1908. 


Property, 
Advance 





1, Ola 


Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000, 
Total Funds over £1,500,000. 
E. COZENS SMITH. General — — 


TREATMENT OF OVEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOM 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately, 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
BR. WELSH BRANTHWAITE, 
Medisa! Suporinamausll 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGH 





8T. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 
For Gentlemen — Aets 4 privately. Teng] 


Apply to Medical Superintendent, — 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEIORSTER, | 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIE&S8, 
Medical Attendant : oman J. wom ee arr * 
L.B.C.P. Lond. Principal: H Asenc. 

Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ ——— 
and References. For terms and 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 





FOR TRAINING 
YOUNG GENTLEMEN 


towsecome OFFICERS 





BRAND & GO. F 
SPECIALTIES 


ESSENCE 0 OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 


Prepared from tinest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of all Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & ©0., LT 
WORKS, VA 





LL. LO 





— — — — — 


Valuations 


FOR THE 


+ LEGAL ® 


PROFESSION, 


PROBATE, ae. 


PROM (PTITUDE : 


Low Charges J 


.C., 23, —S 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 


FP. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.B.C.8, (ae) 


For INVALIDS 


MEAT JUICE, 04. 


prAyrarn, xa hy MATRA 


v7 


Cee eS oh ae eae 


eS 








